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TITLE  2— THE  CONGRESS  than  they  otherwise  would  receive,  were 

increased  by  a  total  of  653  tons  and  were 
ACTS  APPROVED  BY  THE  PRESIDENT  established  at  the  maximum  quantity 

rpnQ<;  Rfferencf-  For  listine  of  cur-  each  such  allottee  could  utilize.  Theto- 
Cross  REFERracE.  ^r  lis^g  orra  allotments  that  would  otherwise  be 

rent  public  laws  approved  by  the  Presi-  established  for  allottees  with  deficits 
dent,  see  last  page  of  this  issue.  decreased  by  a  total  of  653  tons, 

■  each  such  allottee’s  reduction  in  aUot- 

TITLE  7— AGRICULTURE  ment  being  in  the  proportion  which  his 

deficit  was  of  the  total  deficit. 

Chapter  VIII-— Commodity  Stabiliza*  Findings  heretofore  made  by  the  Sec¬ 
tion  Service  (Sugar),  Department  of  retary  in  the  course  of  this  proceeding 
Agriculture  Tt-  104)  provide  that  this  order  Agriculture  Department 

'  shall  be  revised  without  further  notice  or  See  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv- 

Subchapter  B — Sugar  Requirements  and  Quotas  hearing  for  the  purpose  Of  adjusting  al-  ice;  Commodity  stabilization 

(Sugar  Reg.  814.18,  Arndt.  2]  lotments  to  take  account  of  any  change  Service;  Soil  Conservation  Serv- 

PACT  814-Ai,lotmekt  op  Socar  Qtotas  ta  toedlrect-consumptlon  portion  of  the  Ice. 

1957  mainland  sugar  quota  for  Puerto 
DIRECT-CONSUMPTION  PORTION  OF  MAIN-  Rico  and  to  prorate  a  deficit  to  other  al- 
LAND  QUOTA  FOR  PUERTO  RICO,  1957  lottees  able  to  use  larger  allotments. 

Basis  and  purpose.  This  amendment  is  hereby  determined  and  found  that 
is  issued  under  section  205  (a)  of  the  compliance  with  the  30-day  effective  date 
Sugar  Act  of  1948,  as  amended  (herein-  requirement  of  the  Admin^trative  Pro- 
after  called  the  “act”)  for  the  purpose  of  cedure  Act  (60  Stat.  237)  is  impracticable 
further  amending  Sugar  Regulation  Ai^d  contrary  to  the  public  interest  and, 

814.18  (22  P.  R.  104,  4074)  which  estab-  consequently,  the  amendment  made 
lished  allotments  of  the  direct-consump-  herein  shall  become  effective  upon  pub- 
tion  portion  of  the  mainland  quota  for  lication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Puerto  Rico.  Order.  Pursuant  to  the  authority 

This  am^dment  of  S.  R.  814.18  is  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  by 
necessary  to:  (1)  Give  effect  to  Amend-  section  205  (a)  of  the  act,  it  is  hereby 
ment  7  of  Sugar  Regulation  811  (22  P.  R.  ordered  that  paragraph  (a)  of  §  814.18, 

6481)  which  established  the  direct-con-  as  amended,  be  further  amended  to  read 
sumption  portion  of  the  1957  mainland  as  follows: 

quota  for  Puerto  Rico  ol  136;U3  short  5  su.ia  Attotmeni  0/  the  direct- 

iSf '.J?  consumption  portion  of  1957  sugar  quota 

the  133,064  short  tons,  raw  value,  pre-  .  ^  ai,  *  *  rwsv. 

viously  aUotted  and  to  allot  the  larger  Ric(^(a)  Allotments  The 

quantity  in  accordance  with  findings  direct-consumption  portion  of  the  1957 
heretofore  made  and  (2)  prorate  a  defi-  sugar  quota  for  Puerto  Rico,  amounting 
cit  in  the  allotments  declared  by  four  to  136,113,  as  established  in  §  811.91,  is 
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Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  28th 
day  of  August  1957. 

[seal]  True  D.  Morse, 

Acting  Secretary. 


[P.  R.  Doc.  57-7217;  Piled.  Sept.  3.  1957; 
8:49  a.  m.] 

TITLE  16— COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Trade  Commission 

(Docket  6756] 

Part  13 — Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

NEW  HAVEN  QUILT  &  PAD  CO.  OF  TEXAS,  INC., 
AND  J.  PAUL  LEVINE 

Subpart — Furnishing  false  guaranties: 
§  13.1053  Furnishing  false  guaranties: 
Wool  Products  Labeling  Act.  Subpart — 
Invoicing  products  falsely:  §  13.1108  Jn- 
voicing  products  falsely:  Wool  Products 
Labeling  Act.  Subpart — Misbranding  or 
mislabeling:  §  13.1190  Composition: 
Wool  Products  Labeling  Act.  Subpart — 
Neglecting,  unfairly  or  deceptively,  to 
make  material  disclosure:  §  13.1852  For¬ 
mal  regulatory  and  statutory  require¬ 
ments:  Wool  Products  Labeling  Act. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Inter¬ 
pret  or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended, 
secs.  2-5.  54  Stat.  1128-1130;  15  U.  S.  C.  45, 
68-68  (c))  (Cease  and  desist  order.  New 
Haven  Quilt  &  Pad  Co.  of  Texas,  Inc.,  et  al., 
Dallas.  Tex.,  Docket  6756,  Aug.  8, 1957] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 

In  the  Matter  of  New  Haven  Quilt  Pad 

Co.  of  Texas,  Inc.,  a  Corporation,  and 

J.  Paul  Levine,  Individually  and  as  an 

Officer  of  said  Corporation 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 
Commission  charging  a  manufacturer 
in  Dallas,  Texas,  with  violating  the  Wool 
Products  Labeling  Act  by  tagging  as 
“Wool  Batting”,  etc,,  bed  comforters 
containing  substantial  amounts  of  fibers 
other  than  wool;  by  failing  in  other 
respects  to  label  such  wool  products  as 
required  by  the  act;  by  furnishing  false 
guarantees  that  certain  of  their  wool 
products  were  not  misbranded;  and  by 
invoicing  batts  falsely  as  to  the  percent¬ 
age  of  wool  content. 

Following  approval  of  an  agreement 
between  the  parties  containing  consent 
order,  the  hearing  examiner  made  his 
initial  decision  and  order  to  cease  and 
desist  which  became  on  August  8  the 
decision  of  the  Commission. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  New 
Haven  Quilt  &  Pad  Co.  of  Texas,  Inc.,  a 
corporation,  and  its  officers  and  J.  Paul 
Levine,  individually  and  as  an  officer  of 
said  corporation,  and  respondents’  rep¬ 
resentatives,  agents  and  employee?,  di¬ 
rectly  or  through  any  corporate  or  other 
device,  in  connection  with  the  introduc¬ 
tion  or  manufacture  for  the  introduc¬ 
tion  into  commerce,  or  the  offering  for 
sale,  sale,  transportation  or  distribution 
in  commerce,  as  “commerce”  is  defined 
in  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  Act 
and  the  Wool  Products  Labeling  Act  of 
1939,  of  bed  comforters  or  other  “wool 
products”  as  such  products  are  defined 
in  and  subject  to  the  Wool  Products 
Labeling  Act  of  1939,  which  products 
contain,  purport  to  contain,  or  in  any 
way  are  represented  as  containing 
“wool”,  “reprocessed  wool”  or  “reused 
wool”  as  these  terms  are  defined  in  said 
act,  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist  from: 

A.  Misbranding  such  products  by: 

1.  Falsely  or  deceptively  stamping, 

tagging,  labeling  or  otherwise  identifying 
such  products  as  to  the  character  or 
amount  of  the  constituent  fibers  con¬ 
tained  therein;  - 

2.  Failing  to  securely  affix  to  or  place 
on  each  such  product  a  stamp,  tag,  label, 
or  other  means  of  identification  show¬ 
ing  in  a  clear  and  conspicuous  manner: 

(a)  The  percentage  of  the  total  fiber 
weight  of  such  wool  product,  exclusive 
of  ornamentation  not  exceeding  five  per- 
centum  of  said  total  fiber  weight  of  (1) 
wool,  (2)  reprocessed  wool,  (3)  reused 
wool,  (4)  each  fiber  other  than  wool 
where  said  percentage  by  weight  of  such 
fiber  is  five  percentum  or  more,  and  (5) 
the  aggregate  of  all  other  fibers; 

(b)  The  maximum  percentage  of  the 
total  weight  of  such  wool  product  of  any 
non-fibrous  loading,  filling,  or  adulterat¬ 
ing  matter; 

(c)  The  name  or  the  registered  iden¬ 
tification  number  of  the  manufacturer 
of  such  wool  product  or  of  one  or  more 
persons  engaged  in  introducing  such  wool 
product  into  commerce,  or  in  the  offer¬ 
ing  for  sale,  sale,  transportation,  distri¬ 
bution  or  delivery  for  shipment  thereof  in 
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commerce,  as  “commerce”  is  defined  in 
the  Wobl  Products  Labeling  Act  of  1939. 

B.  Furnishing  false  guarantees  that 
bed  comforters  or  any  other  wool  prod¬ 
ucts  or  materials  are  not  misbranded  un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  the  Wool  Products 
Labeling  Act,  when  there  is  reason  to  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  wool  products  so  guaran¬ 
teed  may  be  introduced,  sold,  transported 
or  distributed  into  commerce. 

It  is  further  ordered,  'That  New  Haven 
Quilt  &  Pad  Co.  of  Texas,  Inc.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion.  and  its  officers  and  J.  Paul  Levine, 
individually  and  as  an  officer  of  said 
corporation,  and  respondents*  repre¬ 
sentatives,  agents  and  employees,  direct¬ 
ly  or  through  any  corporate  or  other 
device,  in  connection  with  the  offering 
for  sale,  sale  or  distribution  of  batts  or 
battings  or  any  other  products  or  ma¬ 
terials  in  commerce,  sis  “commerce”  is 
defined  in  the  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion  Act,  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist 
from  directly  or  indirectly:  Misrepre¬ 
senting  the  constituent  fibers  of  which 
their  products  are  composed  or  the  per¬ 
centages  or  amounts  thereof,  in  sales 
invoices,  shipping  memoranda  or  in  any 
other  manner. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission,”  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondents 
herein  shall  within  sixty  (60)  days  after 
service  upon  them  of  this  order,  file  with 
the  Commission  a  report  in  writing  set¬ 
ting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form 
in  which  they  have  complied  with  the 
order  to  cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  August  8,  1957. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

(P.  R.  Doc.  57-7207;  Piled,  Sept.  3,  1957; 

8:47  a.  m.( 

TITLE  14 — CIVIL  AVIATION 

Chapter  II — Civil  Aeronautics  Admin¬ 
istration;  Department  of  Commerce 

(Arndt.  33] 

Part  609 — Standard  Instrument 
Approach  Procedures 

PROCEDURE  ALTERATIONS 

The  standard  instrument  approach 
procedures  appearing  hereinafter  are 
adopted  to  become  effective  when  indi¬ 
cated  in  order  to  promote  safety.  Com¬ 
pliance  with  the  notice,  procedures,  and 
effective  date  provisions  of  section  4 
of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act 
would  be  impracticable  and  contrary  to 
the  public  interest,  and  therefore  is  not 
required. 

Part  609  is  amended  as  follows: 

Note:  Where  the  general  classification 
(L/MPR.  ADP,  VOR,  TerVOR.  VOR/DME, 
ILS,  or  RADAR),  location,  and  procedure 
number  (if  any)  of  any  procedure  in  the 
amendments  which  follow,  are  identical  with 
an  existing  procedure,  that  procedure  is  to 
be  substituted  for  the  existing  one,  as  of  the 
effective  date  given,  to  the  extent  that  it 
differs  from  the  existing  procedure;  where  a 
procedure  is  cancelled,  the  existing  procedure 
is  revoked;  new  procedures  are  to  be  placed 
in  appropriate  alphabetical  sequence  within 
the  section  amended. 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


1.  The  low  or  medium  frequency  range  procedures  prescribed  in  §  609.100  (a)  are  amended  to  read  in  part: 

LFR  Standakd  Instrument  Approach  Procedure 

Bearings,  hradinr).  ooarses  and  radials  arp  mafrnetie.  Elpvations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  In  nautical 
miles  unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorised  by  the  Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics.  Initial  approaches  shall  be 
made  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  oorres|x>nd  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minimums 

Prom— 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
65  knots 

65  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
65  knots 

Snv-T.FR  _ 

Direct _ _ _ 

1700 

1100 

T-dn . 

300-1 

600-1 

600-1 

300-1 
600-1  Vi 
600-lVi 

IIItIa  mh  W  _ 

RHV-LKR  (Finall _ 

Direct-  --  _ 

C-d . 

C-n  _ 

A-dn..... . 

1 

Procedure  turn  E  side  NW  crs,  326  Outbnd,  146  Inbnd,  1900'  within  10  miles.  Beyond  10  mi  NA.  (Non-standard  due  to  traflBc.) 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1100'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  152—1.6. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  1.6  miles,  turn  left,  climb  to  1700'  on  E  crs  (087)  and 
proceed  to  Minden  Int. 

Note:  No  weather  or  communications  available  at  this  airport. 

Caution:  480'  MSL  TV  Tower  located  1.6  mi  S  of  airport.  1446'  MSL  and  1403'  TV  antennas  located  approx.  12  miles  WNW  of  SHV  LFR. 

Air  Carrier  Note:  Air  carrier  use  not  authorized. 

City,  Shreveport;  State,  La;  Airport  Name,  Downtown;  Elev,  179';  Fac  Class,  SBR AZ;  Ident,  SHV;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt  8;  Eff  Date,  28  Sept  57;  Sup  Arndt  No.  7;  Dated, 

5  Nov  55 


SHV-LFR . 

Direct _  -  -  . 

1700 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

200- Vi 

Dixie  MHW  . 

SIIV-I.FR  (Final)__  _ 

Direct _  _ _ 

1100 

C-d . 

600-1 

600-1 

600-lH 

Radar  Terminal  area  transition  altitudes— 

t 

C-n . 

600-2 

600-2 

600-2  ■ 

bearings  are  from  radar  site  with  azimuths 

A-dn . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

progressing  clockwise: 

non  _ 

089 _ _ _ 

Within  40  miles... 

1700 

OHO 

269  _  _ 

Within  40  miles _ 

1500 

270 . 

359 . 

Within  40  miles... 

2400 

Procedure  turn  E  side  NW  crs,  326  Outbnd,  146  Inbnd,  1900'  within  10  miles.  Beyond  10  mi  NA.  (Non-standard  due  to  traffic.) 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1100'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  196—7.8. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  u|K>n  de.sci'nt  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  w'ithin  7.8  miles,  turn  left,  climb  to  1400  on  crs  of  135°,  inte^ 
cept  and  proceed  8  on  S  crs  of  SHV  LFR  within  20  miles. 

Caution:  1446'  and  1403'  TV  antennas  located  approximately  11  mi  WNW  of  SHV  LFR. 

City,  Shreveport;  State,  La;  Airport  Name,  Greater  Shreveport;  Elev,  251';  Fac  Class,  SBRAZ;  Ident,  SHV;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt  6;  Eff  Date,  28  Sept  57;  Sup  Arndt  No, 

5;  Dated,  2  Feb  57 

2.  The  automatic  direction  finding  procedures  prescribed  in  §  609.100  (b)  are  amended  to  read  in  part: 

ADF  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure  • 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
miles  unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  is  conducts  in  accordance  with  a  difiorent  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics.  Initial  approaches  shall  be 
made  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Transition 

Peiling  and  visibility  minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
65  knots 

65  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
65  knots 

Lake  Charles  VOR _ _ 

T.nke  Phsirles  RRn 

Direct 

1300 

800 

T-dn 

300-1 

500-1 

800-2 

300-1 

500-1 

800-2 

200-Vi 

500-14 

800-2 

Radar  vectoring  position _ _ _ 

I.ake  Charles  RRn  (Final)  .  .  . 

c 

1 

Si 

C-dn  _ 

A-<in  _ -  _ 

Radar  terminal  area  transition  altitude  1500'  w  ithin  25  mi.  Radar  may  be  used  to  position  aircraft  for  final  approach  within  5  miles  of  Lake  Charles  RBn  with  the  elimina’ 
tion  of  a  procedure  turn. 

Procedure  turn  8  crs,  172  Outbnd,  352  Inbnd,  1300'  within  10  mi.  Beyond  10  mi,  NA. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  800'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  003—1.7. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  uiion  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  1.7  ml,  climb  to  1500'  on  crs  of  340°  within  20  ml. 

City,  Lake  Charles;  State,  La;  Airport  Name,  Lake  Charles  AFB;  Elev,  19';  Fac  Class,  MH;  Ident,  LCH;  Procedure  No,  1,  Arndt  Orig;  Eff  Date,  28  Sept  57;  Sup  Arndt  No. 

LFR  Spec  Proc  No.  1,  Orig;  Dated,  5  Jul  55 


Myrtle  Beach  VOR _ 

MYR-RBn _ 

Direct _  - 

1200 

T-dn 

300-1 

300-1 

200-4 

C-dn . 

600-1 

600-1 

6(X)-i4 

A-dn _ ......... 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  201  Outbnd,  021  Inbnd,  1200'  within  10  mi.  Beyond  10  ml  NA.  (Non-standard  due  to  warning  area.)  % 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  600'. 

Facility  on  Airport. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished,  climb  to  1400'  on  crs  of  055  within  20  mL 

City,  Myrtle  Beach;  State,  S  C;  Airport  Name,  Myrtle  Beach,  AFB-MUN;  Elev,  25';  Fac  Class,  BMH;  Ident,  MYR;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt  2;  Eff  Date,  28  Sept  57;  Sup 

Arndt  No.  1;  Dated,  16  Apr  54 


Wednesday,  September  4,  1957 
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3.  The  very  high  frequency  omnirange  (VOR)  procedures  prescribed  in  §  609.100  (c)  are  amended  to  read  in  part; 


VOR  Standabd  Instruuent  Approach  Procedure 


Bearings,  beadi^s,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  leet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  niuiti/^i 
mi  es  uniess  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  wbicb  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  tbe  above  type  is  conducted  at  tbe  beiow  named  airport,  it  shail  be  in  accOTdance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  different  prot^ure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics.  Initial  approaches  shall  be 
ujiule  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


'  Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  nninimiima 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

2-cngine  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
65  knots 

From— 

To- 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

65  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
65  knots 

BTR-VOR _  -  -J 

Direct  _ 

1 

1500 

T-dn  _ 

360-1 

300-1 

200-4 

800-14 

800-2 

Cwl  _ 

800-1 

800-1 

C-n  . 

800-1 

800-1 

S-d-4 . 

800-1 

S-n-4 . 

800-2 

A-<ln  -  -  - . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

A 

Procedure  turn  S  side  of  ers,  244  Outbnd,  064  Inbnd,  1200'  within  10  mi.  Beyond  10  mi  NA. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  ers,  900'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  064—7.6. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  7.6  mi,  climb  to  1400'  on  R-064  within  20  mi.,  or  when 
directed  by  ATC,  turn  right,  climb  to  2000'  on  R-085. 


City,  Baton  Rouge;  State,  La;  Airport  Name,  Ryan;  Elev,  70';  Fac  Class,  BVOR;  Ident,  BTR;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt  3;  Eff  Date,  28  Sept  57;  Sup  Arndt  No.  2;  Dated, 

7  Sept  57 


T-dn . 

300-1 

800-1 

too-4 

C-dn . 

•1000-3 

•1000-3 

#1000-3 

S-dn-27 . 

*1000-3 

•1000-3 

•1600-3 

A-<ta.  _ 

1000-3 

1000-3 

1000-3 

•500-1  authorized  only  when  aircraft  is  equipped  with  dual  VOR  receivers  or  VOR  and  LFR  receivers,  and  when  position  over  Int.  ELX  R-266  and  SBN  R-8S6or  Int. 
ELX  R-266  and  N  crs  SBN  LFR  can  be  determined. 

#500-14  authorized  onlywhen  aircraft  is  equipped  with  dual  VORreceiversor  VORand  LFR  receivers,  and  when  position  over  Int.  ELX  R-266  and  SBN  R-356or  Int. 
ELX  R-266  and  N  crs  SBN  LFR  can  be  determined. 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  086  Outbnd,  266  Inbnd,  2100'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1600'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  266—13.3. 

Minimum  altitude  over  Int  ELX  VOR  R-266  and  SBN  V'OR  R-356or  Int  ELX  R-266  and  N  crs  SBN  LFR,  1600'. 

Crs  and  distance,  Int  ELX  VOR  R-266  and  SBN  VOR  R-356or  Int  ELX  R-266  and  N  crs  SBN  LFR,  266—3.0. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  of  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  13.3  miles  (3.3  miles  from  Int  R-2II6  ELX  and  R-356 
SBN),  climb  to  2000'  on  ELX  R-266  i^thin  20.0  miles,  proceed  to  ELX  VOR  and  contact  SBN  A'TCS  for  further  instructions. 

Advisory  Note:  Close  flight  plan  with  South  Bend  radio  at  minimum  approach  altitude  or  by  long  distance  phone  immediately  upon  landing. 

City,  Benton  Harbor;  State,  Mich;  Airport  Name,  Ross  Field;  Elev,  642';  Fac  Class,  VOR;  Ident,  ELX;  Procedure  No.  1,  Orig;  Efl  Date,  28  Sept  57 


Mermaid  Int  (via  R-228  PMM  VOR) _ 

R-266  ELX  (Final) . 

048  _ 

1600 

T-dn  . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-4 

500-14 

400-1 

800-2 

Int  R-271  ELX  and  R-328  SBN  VOR  (via 
R-328  SBN). 

R-266  ELX  (FinaB _ 

148  _ 

1600 

Cwln 

400-1 

500-1 

S-dn-9 . 

A-dn . 

400-1 

800-2 

400-1 

800-2 

T 


Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs,  266  Outbnd,  086  Inbnd,  1900'  within  10  miles.  .  — 

Minimum  altitude  over  Int  R-266  ELX  and  R-338  SBN,  1600'. 

Crs  and  distance,  Int  R-266  ELX  and  R-338  SBN,  086—3.3. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  uiwn  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  3.3  miles,  climb  to  2000'  on  R-266  ELX,  proceed  to 
ELX,  contact  SBN  ATCS  for  further  instructions. 

Advisory  Note:  Close  flight  plan  with  South  Bend  radio  at  minimum  approach  attitude  or  by  tong  distance  phone  immediately  upon  landing. 

City,  Benton  Harbor;  State,  Mich;  Airport  Name,  Ross  Fid;  Elev,  642';  Fac  Class,  VOR;  Ident,  ELX;  Procedure  No.  2,  Orig;  Efl  Date,  28  Sept  57 


LCH  RBn _  _  _ 

LCH  VOR . 

Direct  .  . 

1.300 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-4 

Radar  vectoring  posit  ion  . . .  .  .  ... 

l.KC  VOR  (FinaB  _  . 

326—5.0 . 

700 

C-dn. . 

500-1 

500-1 

500-14 

S-dn-33 _ 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1  ■ 

* 

A-dn _ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  Terminal  Area  transition  altitude  1500'  within  25  miles.  Radar  may  be  used  to  position  aircraft  for  a  final  approach,  within  5  miles  of  LCH  VOR,  with  tbe  elimina¬ 
tion  of  a  procedure  turn. 

Procedure  turn  E  side  crs,  146  Outbnd,  326  Inbnd,  1300'  within  10  miles.  Beyond  10  miles  NA. 

M  inimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  TOO'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  326—3.6. 

if  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  3.6  mi,  climb  to  1500'  on  R-326  within  20  miles,  or 
when  directed  by  ATC,  turn  right,  climb  to  1500'  on  R-015  within  20  miles. 

City,  Lake  Charles;  State,  La;  Airport  Name,  Lake  Charles  AFB;  Elev,  19';  Fac  Class,  BVOR;  Ident,  LCH;  Procedure  No.  1,  Anidt  1;  Efl  Date,  28  Sept  57;  Sup  Aradt  No 

Spec.  Proc,  Arndt  Orig;  Dated,  3  Oct  55  / 


Myrtle  Rc.-ich  RBN  _  .  .. 

MYR-VOR _ 

Direct  ... 

1200 

T-dn  _ 

300-1 

300-1 

2no-'4 

500-14 

600-2 

C-dn ...  _ 

4(H>-1 

500-1 

A-dn  _ 

m-2 

800-2 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  042  Outbnd,  222  Inbnd,  1200'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  700'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  222—3.3. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  3.3  miles,  climb  to  1200'  on  R-222  within  20  mile.s. 

City,  Myrtle  Beach;  State,  S.  C.;  Airport  Name,  Myrtle  Beach  AFB/Mun;  Elev,  25';  Fac  CIa.ss,  BVOR;  Ident,  MYR;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt  2;  Eff  Date,  28  Sept  57;  Sup 

Arndt  No.  1;  Dated,  16  Aug  54 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

VOR  Standard  Instrujibnt  Approach  Pboceddrh — Continued 


Transition 

Oeiimg  and  visibility  mmirnurns 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

2-engme  or  less 

More  than 
2-engme 
more  than- 
66  knots 

From— 

* 

To-  1 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

65  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
66  knots 

8HV-VOR _ 

Direct.  --  -  - 

1700 

T-dn..,. . . 

300-1 

300-1 

.300-1 

C-d . 

C-n . 

A-dn . . . 

1000-1 

1000-1)^ 

1000-1 

1000-1)^ 

10(K)-14 

1000-1)4 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs,  339  Outbnd,  150  Inbnd,  1700'  within  10  miles,  beyond  10  mi  NA.  (Non-standard  due  to  traffic.) 

Minimum  Altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1200'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  Ao  airport,  158—13.9. 

IT  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0  miles,  climb  to  1600'  on  R-004  within  20  miles. 
Kotb;  No  weather  available  at  this  airport. 

Air  Carrier  Note:  Air  carriers  not  authorized  use  of  this  procedure. 

Caution:  480'  MSL  TV  tower  located  1.6  miles  S  of  airport. 

City,  Shreveport;  State,  La;  Airport  Name,  Downtown;  Elev,  179';  Fac  Cla^s,  BVOR;  Ident,  SHV;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt  3;  Eff  Date,  28  Sept  57;  Sup  Arndt  No.  2;  Dated, 

9  Oct  54 


T-d . 

4000-3 

4000-3 

4000-3 

T-n* . 

4000-5 

4000-5 

4000-5 

C-d . 

4000-3 

4000-3 

4000-3 

C-n# . 

4000-5 

4000-5 

4000-5 

A-d . 

4000-3 

4000-3 

4000-3 

A-n# . . 

4000-5 

4000-5 

4000-6 

*Night  take-offs  authorized  Runway  34  only.  ^  * 

i.Night  landing  authorized  Runway  16  only. 

Procedure  turn  8  side  crs,  200  Outbnd,  020  Inbnd,  5000'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  Altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  4600'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  020—5.5. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  miles,  climb  to  6000'  on  R-020  within  10  miles  of 
UKI  VOR. 

City,  Ukiab;  State,  Oalif;  Airport  Name,  Ukiah;  Elev,  615';  Fac  Class,  VORW;  Ident,  UKI;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt  3;  Eff  Date,  28  Sept  57;  Sup  Amdt  No.  2;  Dated,  17  Dec  54 

4.  The  instrument  landing  system  procedures  prescribed  in  §  609.400  are  amended  to  read  in  part: 

ILS  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
miles  unle»  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  is  conduct^  in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics.  Initial  approaches  shall  Im 
made  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  mmirnurns 

From— 

1 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

1 

2-engme  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
66  knots . 

65  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
65  knots 

Baton  Rouge  LFR.  _  _ _  .  . 

I.OM _  » 

Direct--  _ _ 

1200 

1500 

T-dn . 

300-1 

400-1 

300-)^ 

400-1 

600-2 

800-2 

300-1 

500-1 

300-14 

400-1 

600-2 

800-2 

200-14 

500-1)4 

300-)4 

400-1 

600-2 

800-2 

Baton  Rouge  VOR _ 

LOM _ 

Direct _ 

C-dn 

S-dn-13: 

ILS . 

ADF . 

A-dn; 

ILS . 

ADF . 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  NW  crs,  306  Outbnd,  126  Inbnd,  1300'  within  10  ml.  Beyond  10  mi  NA. 

Minimum  altitude  at  Q.  8.  int  inbnd,  1300'  ILS,  minimum  altitude  over  LOM  inbnd  final  700'  ADF. 

Crs  and  distance,  LOM  to  airport,  126°— 3.8. 

Altitude  of  O.  8.  and  distance  to  approach  end  of  my  at  OM  1300—3.8,  at  MM  240 — 0.5. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  3.8  mi  after  passing  LOM  (ADF)  climb  to  1500'  on 
8E  crs  ILS  (126)  within  20  miles,  or  when  directed  by  ATC,  turn  left,  climb  to  2000'  on  R-085  BTR  VOR,  or  turn  left,  climb  to  1500'  on  NE  (054)  crs  BTR  LFR. 

Note;  400-5i  required  when  glide  slope  not  utilized.  Approach  lights  not  mstalled. 


City,  Baton  Rouge;  State,  La;  Airport  Name,  Ryan;  Elev,  70';  Fac  Class,  ILS-IBTR;  Ident,  LOM-BT;  Procedure  No.  ILS-13,  Amdt  4,  Comb  ILS  and  ADF;  Eff  Date,  28 

Sept  57;  Sup  Amdt  No.  3;  Dated,  7  Sept  57 


Dallas  VOR _ 

LOM _ 

1800 

T-dn 

300-1 

.300-1 

200-)4 

Ross  Ave.  Int--  --  __  .. 

LOM 

C-dn 

400-1 

500-1 

.'i00-l)4 

Farmers  Branch  Int  -  --  _ 

LOM _ 

Little  Elm  Int _  _  .  , , . , 

LOM _ 

1600 

ILS 

200-1 4 

200-14 

20O-)4 

DAL  RBn _ 

LOM _ 

1800 

ADF 

400-1 

400-r 

400-i 

A-dn: 

ILS . 

600-2 

600-2 

600-2 

ADF . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  terminal  area  transition  altitude:  2000'**  within  20  miles. 

»  **5?^?*^  control  must  provide  1000'  clearance  when  within  3  mi  or  500'  clearance  when  withm  3-5  mi  of  radio  towers — 1108'  msl  20  ml  N;  1221'  msl  10  mi  WNW;  and  TV 

tower  2349'  msl  17  ml  8S  W  of  airport. 

Proc^ure  turn  N  side  N W  crs,  307  Outbnd,  127  Inbnd,  2000'  withm  10  ml.  NA  beyond  10  ml. 

Mrnimum  altitude  at  Q.  S.  int  mbnd,  2000'  ILS,  minimum  altitude  over  LOM  inbnd  final  1400'  ADF. 

Altitude  of  O.  8.  and  distance  to  appr  end  of  ray  at  OM  1920—4.2,  at  MM  775—0.6. 

TT  o  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.2  miles  of  LOM  (ADF)  climb  to  2000'  on  SE  cn 

by  ATO  20  miles  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  turn  left,  proceed  to  DAL  VOR,  climbmg  to  2(X)0',or  when  under  positive  radar  contact,  climb  to  2000'**  on  crs  as  directed 

Caution:  1221'  R.  T.  6.6  ml  WNW  of  LOM.  696'  tank  1.7  mi  SE  runway  31.  Procedure  turn  non-standard  due  ATO. 

Major  Ohanok:  Deletes  final  transition. 

City,  Dallas;  State,  Tex;  Airport  Name,  Love  Field;  Elev,  485';  Fac  Class,  ILS-IDAL;  Ident,  LOM-DA;  Procedure  No.  13,  Amdt  4;  Comb  ILS  and  ADF;  Eff  Date,  28  Sept 

67;  Sup  Amdt  No.  3;  Dated,  29  Aug  57 
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Wednesday,  September  4,  1957 

ILS  Standard  Instrdment  Approach  Procedurb — ^Continaed 


'Transition 

Celling  and  visibility  minimums 

From— 

To- 

Coarse  and 
distance 

Minimum 

2-engine  or  less 

Mwe  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
65  knots 

altitude 

(f^t) 

Condition 

65  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
65  knots 

LOM _  _ 

Direct _ _ 

2100 

T-dn 

300-1 

600-1 

300-1 

500-1 

300-J^ 

500-lJi 

pmirhon  Int  _  _ _ _ _ 

LOM _ 

Direct-  _ 

2100 

C-dn 

LOM _  _ 

Direct.  _ 

2100 

S-dn-Ol*: 

IT.S _ 

200— 

500-1 

200-;^ 

600-1 

600-2 

800-2 

ADF . 

• 

A-dn: 

ILS  _ 

600-2 

600-2 

ADF _ 

800-2 

800-2 

•400-^4  required  with  glide  slope  Inoperative. 

Procedure  turn  W  side  S  ers,  190  Outbnd,  010  Inbnd,  2100'  within  6  ml.  NA  beyond  6  ml  to  avoid  Qodman  Restricted  Area. 

Minimum  altitude  at  glide  slope  Int  inbnd,  2000'  ILS.  Min.  alt.  over  LOM  inbnd  final— 1600'  ADF. 

Altitude  of  glide  slope  and  distance  to  approach  end  of  my  at  OM  1870 — 1.0; at  MM  665 — 0..5. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  anthorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  5.4  mi  after  passing  LOM  (ADF),  turn  left  as  soon 
as  practical,  climbing  to  2600'  on  R-309  LOU  within  20  mi,  or  when  directed  by  ATC,  turn  right  as  soon  as  practical,  climbing  to  2200'  and  proceed  to  LOU  VOR  at  2200'. 
Caution:  Obstruction  1060'  4  mi  N  of  Standiford  Field. 


City,  Louisville:  State,  Ky;  Airport  Name,  Standiford;  Elev,  497';  Fac  Class,  ILS-SDF;  Ident,  LOM-SD;  Procedure  No.  IL8-01,  Arndt  16,  Comb  ILS-ADF;  EfI  Date, 

28  Sept  57;  Sup  Arndt  No.  Proc  No.  1,  Arndt  15;  Dated,  6  Jun  57 


MSP-LFR _  _ 

LOM _ 

Direct 

2200 

T-dn 

ann-i 

3nn-i 

MSP-VOR . 

LOM . 

Direct  ... 

2500 

500-1 

500-1 

tOO-Vyi 

Hastings  FM-II..S  .  .  _ 

Glide  silope  int  (Final)  _ 

Direct-  _ -  -- 

2200 

S-dn  29L: 

Hastings  FM-ADF _ 

LOM  (Final) . 

Direct...  ........ 

7700 

ILS . 

200-H 

mn-i^ 

200-4 

Stanton  Rbn  via  ers  360 _ 

SE  ILS  cr.s  fFinall _ 

Direct 

2200 

A  DP 

400-i 

400-1 

400-1 

Jordan  FM _ _ _ ......... 

LOM _ : _ 

Direct  ... 

2200 

Houlton  Int _ 

LOM . 

Direct 

2300 

TT,S 

600-2 

600-2 

600-2 

Diiimond  Bluff  Int  ILS _ 

Glide  sloiie  int  (Final) .  _ 

Direct  .  .  .  _  . 

2200 

AGP 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Lakeville  Int _ 

LOM . 

Direct  .  .  _  .  _ 

2200 

Prior  Int _ 

LOM . 

Dfreet 

2200 

• 

Stanton  RBN _ 

Brng  295  to  LOM  ,  , . . 

Direct 

2200 

White  Bear  Int  ..  ______ 

LOM  _ 

Direct 

2.500 

Elmo  Int _ 

LOM 

2300 

Radar  transitions  as  directed  by  ATC . 

Radar  site . 

Within  25  ml . 

2600 

Procedure  turn  E  side  SE  ers,  115  Outbnd,  295  Inbnd,  2200'  within  10  ml. 

Minimum  altitude  at  glide  slope  Int  inbnd— 2200'  ILS.  Min.  alt.  inbnd  final- 1700'  ADF. 

Altitude  of  glide  slope  and  distance  to  approach  end  of  runway  at  OM— 2084 — 4.0;  at  MM— 1038 — 0.5. 

If  visual  contact  not  establislied  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.0  mi  (ADF),  climb  to  2600'  on  NW  ers  MSP~LFR 
to  Hamel  FM,  or  If  directed  by  ATC: 

(1)  Make  left  climbing  turn,  climb  to  2500'  on  ers  of  241  and  proceed  to  Jordan  FM. 

(2)  Make  left  climbing  turn,  climb  to  2200'  and  return  to  LOM. 

Caution:  Tower  1223'  MSL  3  mi  \V  of  Hastings  FM. 

City,  Minneapolis;  State,  Minn;  Airport  Name,  Minncapolls-St.  Paul  International  (Wold  Chamberlain  Field);  Elev,  840';  Fac  Class,  ILS-MSP;  ident,  LOM-MS;  Procedure 
No.  ILS-29L,  Arndt  9,  Comb,  ILS-ADF;  Efi  Date,  28  Sept  57;  Sup  Arndt  No.  Proc  No.  1,  Arndt  8;  Dated,  10  Aug  S7 


Shreveport  T,PR_  ---  _ -  _ 

LOM  _ _ _ 

Girect 

1500 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-4 

600-14 

Shreveport  VOR  . 

l.OM 

1900 

C-dn . 

400-1 

500-1 

Dixie  MHW  _ 

LOM . 

1900 

S-dn-13:* 

Blanchard  Int__  _  ---  _  . 

LOM  fPinal)  IT.S  _ 

Gireet  _  .  . 

1400 

ILS . 

200-4 

400-1 

200  4 

200-4 

400-1 

Forbing  Tnt.  _  .  _  . .  . . 

LOM . . . 

1400 

AGP  _ 

400-i 

Lneien  Int  .  . .  ... 

LOM . 

1400 

A-<ln: 

Caddo  Lake  Tnt.  _ _  .  __ 

LOM . 

Girect  _  _  _  .  _ 

2400 

ILS . 

600-2 

600-2 

600-2 

Blanchard  Int _ 

T,OM  IPinan  AGP* _ 

Gireet 

900 

ADF . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  Terminal  area  transition  altitudes— 
bearings  arc  from  Radar  site  with  azi¬ 
muths  progressing  clockwise: 

000 _ 

089  _ _ _  _ 

W'ithin  40  miles _ 

1700 

090 _  _ 

269 . 

Within  40  miles _ 

1500 

270 _ _ _  __ 

:i59  .  .  _  _ 

Within  40  miles... 

2400 

*4(X)-?4  required  when  glide  slope  not  utilized.. 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  N  W  ers,  315  Outbnd,  135  Inbnd,  2400'  within  10  mi. 

Minimum  altitude  at  Q.  S.  int  inbnd,  1400'  ILS,  minimum  altitude  over  LOM  900  ADF. 

Altitude  of  Q.  8.  and  distance  to  appr  end  of  my  at  OM  1400—3.7,  at  MM  455—0.5. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  3.7  mi  after  passing  LOM  (ADF)  climb  to  1400'  on 
R-135  within  20  mi,  or  when  directed  by  ATC: 

1.  Turn  right,  climb  to  1400'  on  bcaiding  195°,  intercept  and  proceed  outbnd  on  SW  ers  BAD  LFR  within  20  mi. 

2.  Turn  right,  intercept  and  climb  to  1400'  on  R-180  SHV  VOR  within  20  mi. 

Caution:  1446'  and  1403'  TV  antennas  approx  11  mi  NN  W  of  LOM. 

City,  Shreveport;  State,  La;  Airport  Name,  Greater  Shreveport;  Elev,  251';  Fac  Class,  ILS-ISIIV;  Ident,  LOM-SII;  Procedure  No.  ILS-13,  Arndt  6,  Comb  ILS  and  ADF; 

Efl  Date  28  Sept  57;  Sup  Arndt  No.  Proc  No.  1,  Arndt  5;  Dated,  2  Feb  57 


Shreveport  T,FR  ,  _  _ 

Porhing  Tnt  . 

Direct _ _ 

1500 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-4 

1700 

C-dn . 

400-1 

500-1 

500-14 

Barksdale  T, PR  .  .. 

Pnrhing  Int  _  .  _ .  _  . .  _ 

Direct _ 

1400 

S-dn-31 . 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

Direct ... _ 

1400 

A-dn  - 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Minden  int .  _  .  _  _ _ _  .  _  _ 

Porhing  Int  _  __  _  ..  _ _  _  .  _ 

Direct _ 

1700 

Caddo  Lake  Int  .  _ _ 

Porhing  Int  _.  ___  _ 

Direct _ _ _ 

2400 

Radar  terminal  area  transition  altitudes— 

bearings  are  from  Radar  site  with  azi- 

muths  progressing  clockwise: 

000 _ 

089  .  _ _ _ 

W'ithin  40  miles... 

1700 

090 _ 

269  _ _  _ 

Within  40  miles... 

1500 

270 _ 

359 . 

Within  40  miles... 

2400 

Procedure  turn  S  side  SE  ers,  135  Outbnd,  315  Inbnd,  1400'  within  10  mi  of  Forbing  Int.  (Non-standard  due  to  trafllc.) 

No  Glide  Slope.  900' at  Forbing  Int,  315— 5.0  mi.  .  t  »  n  v  * 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  5.0  mi  after  passing  Forbing  Int,  climb  to  240m  on 
NW  ers  of  ILS  within  20  miles,  or  when  directed  by  ATC,  turn  left,  climb  to  1500'  on  230°  ers  from  LMM  within  20  mi. 

Note:  Procedure  authorized  only  when  aircraft  is  equipped  to  receive  ILS  and  LFR  simultaneously. 

Caution:  1446'  &  1403'  TV  antennas  approx  11  mi  NNW  of  LOM. 


City,  Shreveport;  State,  La;  Airport  Name,  Greater  Shreveport;  Elev,  251';  Fac  Class,  ILS;  Ident,  ISHV;  Procedure  No.  lLS-31,  Arndt  3;  Efl  Date,  28  Sept  57;  Sup  Arndt 

No.  Proc  No.  2,  Arndt  2;  Dated,  2  Feb  57 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


These  procedures  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  on  the  dates  indicated  on  the 
procedures. 

(Sec.  205.  52  Stat.  984,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C. 
425.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  601,  52  Stat.  1007, 
as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C.  551) 

[seal]  James  T.' Pyle, 

Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics. 

August  23,  1957. 

[P.  B.  Doc.  57-7073;  Piled,  Sept.  3.  1957; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


TITLE  25— INDIANS 

Chapter  I— Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs, 
Department  of  the  Interior 

Subchapter  E— Credit  to  Indians 
Part  21 — General  Credit  to  Indians 

REPAYMENTS 

August  28,  1957. 

Section  21.14  of  Part  21  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  21.14  Repayments.  Repayments  on 
loans  by  the  United  States  shall  be  made 
to  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  desig¬ 
nated  collection  officer  who  shall  issue 
an  official  receipt  therefor. 

(Sec.  10.  48  Stat.  986;  25  U.  S.  C.  470.  In¬ 
terprets  or  applies  secs.  1.  6.  49  Stat.  1250, 
1968,  62  Stat.  211,  sec.  4.  64  Stat.  45,  25 
U.  S.  C.  473a,  506,  482,  634) 

Hatpield  Chilson, 
Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

(P.  R.  Doc.  57-7196;  Piled,  Sept.  3,  1957; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


TITLE  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I— Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 

Subchapter  C — Drugs 

Part  146c — Certification  of  Chlortet- 

RACYCLINE  (OR  TETRACYCLINE)  AND 

Chlortetracycline-  (OR  Tetracy¬ 
cline-)  Containing  Drugs 

CHLORTETRACYCLINE  (OR  TETRACYCLINE) 
OINTMENT 

Under  the  authority  vested  in  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Health.  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  by  the  Federal  Pood,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  507,  59  Stat.  463,  as 
amended;  sec.  701,  52  Stat.  1055,  as 
amended;  21  U.  S.  C.  357,  371)  and  dele¬ 
gated  to  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and 
Drugs  by  the  Secretary  (22  F.  R.  1045), 
the  regulations  for  the  certification  of 
chlortetracycline,  chlortetracycline  hy¬ 
drochloride,  and  tetracycline  ointment 
(21  CFR  146C.202;  21  CPR,  1956  Supp., 
146C.202;  22  P.  R.  6590)  are  amended  as 
follows: 

1.  Paragraph  (a)  is  amended  by 
changing  the  word  “preservatives”  in 
the  second  sentence  to  read  “preserva¬ 
tives  and  stabilizing  agents.” 

2.  Paragraph  (c)  (1)  (iv)  is  amended 
by  changing  the  wordS  “36  months  if  it 
is  chlortetracycline  hydrochloride  oint¬ 
ment”  to  read  “48  months  if  it  is  chlor¬ 
tetracycline  hydrochloride  ointment”. 


Notice  and  public  procedure  are  not 
necessary  prerequisites  to  the  promulga¬ 
tion  of  this  order,  and  I  so  find,  since  it 
was  drawn  in  collaboration  with  inter¬ 
ested  members  of  the  affected  industry 
and  since  it  would  be  against  public  in¬ 
terest  to  delay  providing  for  these 
amendments. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be 
effective  on  the  date  of  its  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  701,  52  Stat.  1055,  as  amended;  21 
U.  S.  C.  371.  Interprets  or  applies  sec.  507, 
59  Stat.  463,  as  amended:  21  U.  S.  C.  357) 

Dated:  August  28,  1957. 

[seal]  John  L.  Harvey, 

Deputy  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-7225;  Piled,  Sept,  3,  1957; 
8:^a.  m.] 

TITLE  29— LABOR 

Chapter  V — Wage  and  Hour  Division, 
Department  of  Labor 

Part  681 — Homeworkers  in  Industries 
IN  Puerto  Rico  Other  Than  the 
Needlework  Industries 

PIECE  RATE  FOR  HAND-BRAIDING  LEATHER 
BUTTONS 

On  July  31,  1957,  notice  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (22  F.  R.  6019) 
that  the  Administrator  of  the  Wage  and 
Hour  and  Public  Contracts  Divisions 
proposed  to  amend  §  681.9  of  Title  29, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  by  the  is¬ 
suance  of  a  new  piece  rate  for  hand¬ 
braiding  leather  buttons.  In  the  pro¬ 
posal  interested  persons  were  given  until 
and  including  August  16,  1957,  to  submit 
for  consideration  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  pertaining  to  the  proposed 
amendment.  No  objections  or  comments 
have  been  received.  In  order  to  conform , 
to  another  proposed  amendment  to 
§  681.9  which  is  hereby  reservAl  as 
§  681.9  (b) ,  an  editorial  revision  desig¬ 
nating  this  proposed  amendment  as 
S  681.9  (a)  has  been  deemed  necessary. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  authority 
provided  in  section  6  (a)  (2)  of  the  Fair 
Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938  (52  Stat. 
1062,  as  amended;  29  U.  S.  C.  206  (a) 
(2)).  Reorganization  Plan  No.  6  of  1950 
(3  CPR,  1950  Supp.,  p.  165),  and  General 
Order  No.  45-A  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor 
(15  F.  R.  3290),  §  681.9  of  Title  29,  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  681.9  Minimum  piece  rates  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Administrator — (a)  Piece 
rate  for  hand-braiding  leather  buttons. 
A  minimum  piece  rate  of  36  cents  a  gross 
for  homeworkers  in  Puerto  Rico  engaged 
in  the  handbraiding  of  leather  buttons, 
24  to  30  ligne,  by  the  following  method: 
Tying  a  braided  knot  around  the  tip  of  a 
finger,  bringing  the  knot  into  a  rounded 
button  shape  by  pulling  the  ends  of  the 
strip,  forming  the  button  shank  from  the 
prepared  shank  end  of  the  strip,  and 
trimming  the  loose  end  by  cutting  off 
the  excess  leather;  all  operations  to  be 
performed  upon  undegreased  leather 
strips,  each  of  which  has  been  cut  in  ad¬ 
vance  to  suitable  dimensions  so  that  one 


end  may  be  formed  into  the  button  shank 
and  the  remainder  braided  to  become  the 
rounded  button. 

(Secs.  8,  11.  52  Stat.  1064,  1066;  29  U.  S.  C. 
208,  211) 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  the  4th  day  of  October  1957. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  29th 
day  of  August  1957. 

Newell  Brown, 
Administrator. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-7227;  Piled,  Sept.  3,  1957; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


TITLE  32— NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Chapter  V — Department  of  the  Army 

Subchapter  P  -  Personnel 

Part  577 — ^Medical  and  Dental 
Attendance 

MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS 

1.  In  §  577.62  (d) ,  revise  subparagraph 
(6)  as  follows; 

S  577.62  Definition  of  terms  used  in 
H  577.60-577.70.  *  *  * 

(d)  “Dependent”  means  any  person 
who  bears  to  a  member  or  retired  mem¬ 
ber  of  a  uniformed  service,  or  to  a  per¬ 
son  who  died  while  a  member  or  retired 
member  of  a  uniformed  service,  any  of 
the  following  relationships: 

•  *  •  •  • 

(6)  A  parent  or  parent-in-law,  if  the 
said  parent  or  parent-in-law  is,  or  was 
at  the  time  of  the  member's  or  retired 
member's  death,  in  fact  dependent  on 
the  said  member  or  retired  member  for 
over  one-half  of  his  support  and  is  or 
was  at  the  time  of  the  member’s  or 
retired  member’s  death,  actually  resid¬ 
ing  in  the  household  of  the  said  member 
or  retired  member.  For  the  purposes 
of  §§  577.60-577.70,  the  requirement  of 
actually  residing  in  the  household  shall 
be  fulfilled  when  the  parent  or  parent- 
in-law  actually  resides,  or  was  residing 
at  the  time  of  death  of  a  member  or 
retired  member,  in  a  dwelling  place  pro¬ 
vided  or  maintained  by  said  member  or 
retired  member;  or 

2.  In  §  577.64,  the  introductory  portion 
of  paragraph  (b)  and  subparagraph  (3) 
are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  577.64  Determination  of  dependents’ 
eligibility.  •  •  • 

(b)  Each  uniformed  service  will,  by 
separate  directive,  prescribe  and  utilize 
the  following  forms  as  socm  as  practica¬ 
ble  with  full  implementation  to  be  com¬ 
pleted  by  December  31,  1957; 

***** 

(3)  DD  Form  1173  (Uniformed  Serv¬ 
ices  Identification  and  Privilege  Card) . 

3.  In  §  577.65,  revise  the  introductory 
portion  of  paragraph  (a.) ,  subparagraph 
(6)  of  paragraph  (a) ,  and  paragraph  (b)» 
to  rea(i  as  follows : 

§  577.65  Identification  for  admission 
to  medical  treatment  facilities.  *  *  * 

(a)  Prior  to  January  1.  1958,  any  of 
the  following  means  of  identification  is 
acceptable  for  this  purpose: 

*  •  *  •  • 
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(6)  “Uniformed  Services  Identifica¬ 
tion  and  Privilege  Card”  (DD  Form 
1173). 

(b)  On  or  after  January  1,  1958,  the 
“Uniformed  Services  Identification  and 
Privilege  Card”  (DD  Form  1173)  will  be 
primary  means  of  identification. 

4.  In  §  577.69,  the  opening  portion  of 
paragraph  (g)  and  subparagraphs  (5) 
and  (6)  are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  577.69  Medical  care  for  eligible  de¬ 
pendents  in  civilian  medical  facili¬ 
ties.  *  *  * 

(g)  Charges  for  dependent  medical 
care.  When  the  charge  for  the  hospital¬ 
ization  of  a  spouse  or  a  child  is  $25  or 
less,  the  patient  shall  pay  the  charge 
as  a  direct  transaction  not  involving  the 
Government.  Also,  when  the  charge  for 
authorized  care  of  an  injury  not  involv¬ 
ing  hospitalization  is  $15,  or  less,  the 
patient  shall  pay  the  amount  charged 
by  the  physician  as  a  direct  transaction. 
In  other  instances,  the  patient  shall  pay 
the  charge  as  prescribed  under  appli¬ 
cable  circumstances  listed  below: 

•  •  •  «  • 

(5)  When  a  patient  is  treated  for  in¬ 
jury  other  than  as  an  inpatient  in  a 
hospital  in  accordance  with  paragraph 
(d)  (4)  (iii)  of  this  section,  the  pay¬ 
ments  made  will  be  in  accordance  with 
the  local  schedules  of  allowances.  Pay¬ 
ments  by  the  (government,  not  to  exceed 
a  maximum  of  $75,  except  as  provided 
for  under  paragraph  (d)  (4)  (i)  id)  (4) 
of  this  section,  are  also  authorized  for 
laboratory  tests  and  pathology  and 
radiology  examinations  provided  they  are 
procedures  performed  or  authorized  by 
the  attending  physician  or  surgeon. 
Paiunent  of  charges  is  also  authorized 
for  use  of  hospital  outpatient  facilities 
required  for  the  treatment  of  the  injury, 
e.  g.,  a  cast  room.  The  patient  shall  pay 
the  first  $15  of  the  physician’s  charges 
for  each  different  cause  or  accident  for 
which  treatment  and  services  are  ren¬ 
dered,  except  that  multiple  injuries  to 
the  same  person  resulting  from  a  single 
accident  will  be  considered  as  one  injury 
for  payment  of  the  maximum  required 
fee  ($15)  by  the  patient.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  will  pay  the  authorized  charges  of 
the  physician  in  excess  of  the  first  $15 
of  such  charges  and  the  total  amount 
of  all  other  authorized  charges  incurred: 
however,  payment  by  the  Government 
•  for  laboratory  tests  and  pathology  and 
radiology  examinations  shall  not  exceed 
the  $75  maximum  except  as  provided 
for  under  paragraph  (d)  (4)  (i)  id)  (4) 
of  this  section. 

(6)  All  admissions  to  a  hospital  of  an 
obstetrical  patient  as  an  inpatient  for 
care  requir^  in  direct  connection  with 
the  pregnancy,  including  direct  compli¬ 
cations  thereof,  rendered  during  the 
period  of  pregnancy  up  to  and  including 
delivery  and  postpartum  inpatient  care 
following  delivery,  or  immediate  post- 
Wrtum  inpatient  care  for  patients  de¬ 
livered  outside  the  hospital,  shall  be  con- 
No,  171 - 2 
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sidered  as  one  admission  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  determining  charges  to  the  de¬ 
pendent.  Admission  for  a  nonobstetri- 
cal  diagnosis  in  the  course  of  a  preg¬ 
nancy  would  require  the  patient  to  pay 
the  charges  for  a  separate  admission. 
Patients  who  are  delivered  in  a  home  or 
office  will  pay  to  the  physician  the  first 
$15  of  the  physician’s  charges  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  delivery,  if  not  subse¬ 
quently  hospitalized.  If  hospitalized, 
the  charges  will  be  in  accordance  with 
other  applicable  provisions  of  this  para¬ 
graph. 

5.  Paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  §  577.70 
are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  577.70  Medical  care  in  medical  facil¬ 
ities  not  otherwise  provided  for.  (a) 
When  spouses  and  children  receive  med¬ 
ical  care  authorized  by  §§  577.60-577.70 
on  an  emergency  basis  in  a  medical  facil¬ 
ity  which  is  not  included  in  the  definition 
of  a  hospital  as  provided  for  in  pyara- 
graph  (d)  (1)  (i)  or  (iv)  of  this  section 
or  is  not  a  uniformed  services  medical 
facility,  the  patient  should  pay  the 
charges  listed  in  paragraph  (g)  of  this 
section  as  applicable  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  will  pay  the  difference  between  the 
amount  payable  by  the  patient  and  reim¬ 
bursable  cost.  Payments  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  such  care  rendered  in  Federal 
medical  facilities  other  than  those  of  a 
imiformed  service  will  be  on  a  reimburse¬ 
ment  basis  between  the  executive  agent 
and  the  department  or  agency  concerned 
if  the  care  provided  is  in  an  area  under 
the  purview  of  the  executive  agent.  If 
care  is  provided  in  a  Federal  medical 
facility  other  than  that  of  a  uniformed 
service  which  is  in  an  area  not  under  the 
purview  of  the  executive  agent,  reim¬ 
bursement  will  be  effected  between  the 
agency  or  department  furnishing  the 
care  and  the  department  of  which  the 
sponsor  is  a  member.  This  does  not 
apply  to  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section. 

(b)  When  spouses  and  children  re¬ 
ceive  medical  care  authorized  by 
§§  577.60-577.70  in  the  governmental  fa¬ 
cilities  of  a  foreign  government,  the 
patient  shall  pay  the  charges  listed  in 
paragraph  (g)  of  this  section,  and  the 
difference  between  the  total  bill  and  the 
amount  paid  by  the  dependent  will  be 
paid  by  the  United  States  Government. 
In  instances  where  a  reciprocal  agree¬ 
ment  between  a  foreign  government  and 
the  United  States  is  in  effect  which  pro¬ 
vides  for  no  charge  or  a  lesser  charge  to 
the  patient  than  those  listed  in  para¬ 
graph  (g)  of  this  section,  such  charges, 
if  any  under  the  reciprocal  agreement 
will  prevail.  Spouses  and  children  will 
have  free  choice  between  foreign  gov¬ 
ernment  medical  facilities  provided  by  a 
foreign  government  under  the  reciprocal 
agreement  and  civilian  medical  facilities, 
if  a  civilian  medical  care  program  has 
been  established  in  that  oversea  area  in 
accordance  with  §§  577.60-577.70. 

[Cl,  AR  40-121,  Aug.  5,  1957]  (Sec.  3012,  70A 
Stat.  157;  10  U.  S.  C.  3012.  Interpret  or  apply 
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secs.  101-303,  70  Stat.  250-254;  37  U.  S,  C. 
401-423) 

[seal]  Herbert  M.  Jones, 

Major  General,  U.  S.  Army, 

The  Adjutant  General. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  67-7195;  Piled,  Sept.  3,  1957; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


TITLE  32A— NATIONAL  DEFENSE, 
APPENDIX 

Chapter  I — Office  of  Defense 
Mobilization 

[Defense  Mobilization  Order  IX-2,  Arndt.  2] 

DMO  IX-2-^reating  a  Telecommuni¬ 
cations  Advisory  Board 

addition  to  list  of  agencies 
represented  on  board 

Paragraph  1  of  Defense  Mobilization 
Order  IX-2,  effective  April  23,  1956, 
which  established  the  Telecommunica¬ 
tions  Advisory  Board,  is  hereby  further 
amended  by  adding  to  the  list  of  agen¬ 
cies  represented  on  the  Board  the  fol¬ 
lowing:  “United  States  Information 
Agency.’* 

Office  of  Defense 
Mobilization, 
GKirdon  Gray, 

Director. 

[P.  R:  Doc.  57-7223;  Piled,  Sept.  3,  1957; 
8:50  a.  m.J 


TITLE  43-— PUBLIC  LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior 

Appendix— Public  Land  Orders 
[Public  Land  Order  1476] 

[55724] 

Washington 

CORRECTING  PUBLIC  LAND  ORDER  NO.  1436 
OF  JUNE  17,  1957 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  President  by  the  act  of  June  4,  1897 
(30  Stat.  34,  36;  16  U.  S.  C.  473)  and 
otherwise,  and  pursuant  to  Executive 
Order  No.  10355  of  May  26,  1952,  it  is 
ordered  as  follows: 

In  Federal  Register  Document  57-5095, 
appearing  at  pages  4418-19  of  the  issue 
for  Saturday,  June  22,  1957,  as  Public 
Land  Order  No.  1436,  the  land  descrip¬ 
tion  in  paragraph  two  under  T.  31  N.,  R. 
30  E.,  so  far  as  such  description  refers 
to  sec.  31,  NV^NV^,  is  hereby  corrected  to 
read  sec.  32,  N'/zNVi. 

Fred  G.  Aandarl, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
August  27,  1957. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-7197;  PUed,  Sept.  8.  1967; 
8:45  a.  m.] 
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PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Mines 
[  30  CFR  Part  34  1 

Firi-Resistant  Conveyor  Belts;  Flame 
Test 

TESTS  FOR  permissibility;  PROCEDURES 
AND  SPECinCATIONS  FOR  TESTING 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  in  section  5,  36  Stat. 
370;  30  U.  S.  C.  7,  it  Is  proposed  to  amend 
Part  34  of  Title  30,  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations,  sus  follows: 

1.  Section  34.6  would  be  amended  to 
read  sis  follows: 

§  34.6  Termination  of  investigation; 
disposal  of  fee  and  material,  (a)  Upon 
request  by  an  applicant  that  the  Bureau 
terminate  its  investigation  of  the  con¬ 
veyor  belt,  the  Bureau  will  terminate  the 
investigation,  and  will  return  to  the  ap¬ 
plicant  the  fees  paid  by  him,  less  such 
portion  thereof  as  the  Bureau  deter¬ 
mines  is  applicable  to  the  testing  already 
done. 

(b)  The  Bureau  of  Mines  may  retain 
as  its  own,  for  record,  all  or  any  part  of 
the  material  submitted.  Any  material 
not  retained  by  the  Bureau  for  record 
will  be  returned  to  the  applicant  at  his 
expense  upon  receipt  of  written  request 
and  shipping  instructions  within  one 
year  from  the  termination  or  comple¬ 
tion  of  the  tests;  and  thereafter  may  be 
disposed  of  by  the  Bureau  as  it  sees  fit. 

2.  Paragraph  (d)  (2)  of  §  34.10  Flame 
test  would  be  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

(d)  Procedure  for  flame  test.  •  •  • 

(2)  The  Bunsen  burner  shall  be  ad¬ 
justed  to  give  a  blue  flame  3  inches  in 
height  when  using  Pittsburgh  natural 
gas  or  equivalent  eis  a  fuel. 

Interested  persons  may  submit,  in 
triplicate,  written  data,  views  or  argu¬ 
ments  concerning  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  Director,  Bureau  of  Mines, 
Washington  25,  D.  C.,  within  30  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Dated:  August  28,  1957. 

Hatfield  Chilson, 
Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  57-7203;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1957; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  942  1 

IDocket  No.  AO-103-A151 

Milk  in  New  Orleans,  La.,  Marketing 
Area 

NOTICE  OF  RECOMMENDED  DECISION  AND 
OPPORTUNITY  TO  FILE  WRITTEN  EXCEP¬ 
TIONS  WITH  RESPECT  TO  PROPOSED  MAR¬ 
KETING  AGREEMENT  AND  ORDER 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 


1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.) 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  as  amended,  governing  pro¬ 
ceedings  to  fomulate  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR 
Part  900),  notice  is  hereby  given  of  the 
filing  with  the  Hearing  Clerk  of  this  rec¬ 
ommended  decision  of  the  Deputy  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  United  States  Department 
of  Agriculture,  with  respect  to  a  proposed 
marketing  agreement  and  a  proposed 
order  amending  the  order,  regulating  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  New  Orleans, 
Louisiana,  marketing  area. 

Interested  parties  may  file  written  ex¬ 
ceptions  to  this  recommended  decision 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington 
25,  D.  C.,  not  later  than  the  close  of 
business  on  the  10th  day  after  the  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  recommended  decision 
in  the  Federal  Register.  Exceptions 
should  be  filed  in  quadruplicate. 

Preliminary  statement.  A  public 
hearing  on  the  record  of  which  the  pro¬ 
posed  marketing  agreement  and  the 
proposed  order  amending  the  order  were 
formulated  was  held  at  New  Orleans, 
Louisiana,  on  January  28-31,  1957,  pur¬ 
suant  to  notice  thereof  issued  January 
9,  1957  (22  F.  R.  263).  Two  proposals 
in  the  hearing  notice  were  not  specif¬ 
ically  supported  by  proponents  at  the 
hearing.  Consequently,  this  recom¬ 
mended  decision  does  not  deal  with  pro¬ 
posals  37  and  44  as  they  appeared  in  the 
notice  of  hearing. 

The  material  issues  of  record  related 
to: 

1.  Extension  of  the  marketing  area. 

2.  The  t3npe  of  pool. 

3.  The  classification  of  milk. 

4.  The  pricing  provisions  of  the  order: 

(a)  The  level  of  the  Class  I  milk  price. 

(b)  An  out-of-area  price  for  Class  I 
milk. 

5.  An  exemption  for  "certified  milk". 

6.  The  computation  of  location  ad¬ 
justments. 

7.  Revision  of  the  base  and  excess  milk 
provisions. 

8.  Administrative  changes  in  the 
order. 

Findings  and  conclusions.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  findings  and  conclusions  are 
based  on  the  evidence  received  at  the 
hearing  and  the  record  thereof: 

1.  The  marketing  area  should  he  ex¬ 
tended.  The  present  marketing  area  in¬ 
cludes  all  the  parishes  of  Jefferson, 
Orleans,  Plaquemines,  and  St.  Bernard, 
in  the  State  of  Louisiana.  Two  coopera¬ 
tive  associations  proposed  that  the  area 
be  extended  to  Lafourche,  St.  Charles, 
and  Terrebonne  parishes.  Handlers 
concurred.  The  essential  evidence  is  as 
follows; 

About  half  of  the  unregulated  han¬ 
dlers  distributing  milk  in  Lafourche  and 
Terrebonne  parishes  receive  supplemen¬ 
tal  milk  during  all  months  of  the  year. 
As  much  as  40  percent  of  their  Class  I 
distribution  is  purchased  from  a  plant 
supplied  by  members  of  the  proponent 
cooperative  associations.  The  unregu¬ 


lated  plants  obtain  the  balance  of  their 
supply  from  dairy  farmers.  The  prin¬ 
cipal  population  centers  are  Houma,  and 
Thibodaux,  Louisiana.  Local  production 
has  increased  slowly,  while  Class  I  sales 
have  increased  rapidly  due  to  offshore  oil 
operations  in  the  area.  One  handler’s 
sales  increased  300  percent  during  the 
past  two  years. 

For  the  four-year  period  1953-1956, 
dairy  farmers’  receipts  at  the  unregu¬ 
lated  plants  in  Lafourche  and  Terre¬ 
bonne  parishes  ranged  between  55  and  60 
percent  of  Class  I  sales  by  those  plants. 
The  remaining  volume  of  milk  necessary 
to  supply  their  Class  I  outlets  came  from 
other  sources,  primarily  from  an  un¬ 
regulated  plant  which  is  supplied  by 
dairy  farmers  who  are  members  of  pro¬ 
ponent  cooperative  associations. 

Producer  members  of  these  associa¬ 
tions  also  ship  milk  to  three  New  Orleans 
handlers  who  sell  Class  I  milk  in  La¬ 
fourche  and  Terrebonne  parishes.  While 
the  record  does  not  contain  sufficient 
evidence  to  show  precisely  what  percent¬ 
age  of  his  Class  I  sales  each  regulated 
handler  sells  in  the  two  parishes,  ap¬ 
proximately  40  percent  of  the  Class  I 
milk  distributed  in  the  two  parishes  is 
from  plants  regulated  byprder  No.  42. 
Only  Order  No.  42  handlers  distribute 
fluid  milk  in  St.  Charles  parish,  which  is 
part  of  their  regular  trade  territory. 
Routes  going  into  Lafourche  and  Terre¬ 
bonne  parishes  first  pass  through  ' St. 
Charles.  The  operator  of  an  unregu¬ 
lated  plant  in  the  Lafourche-Terrebonne 
area  testified  that  60  percent  of  his  Class 
I  sales  are  in  this  area.  His  evidence 
did  not  show  precisely  where  his  other 
sales  are  made. 

The  members  of  the  proponent’s  coop¬ 
erative  associations  bear  the  full  respon¬ 
sibility  of  carrying  the  seasonal  surplus 
of  dairy  farmers  supplying  two  of  the  un¬ 
regulated  handlers  distributing  milk  in 
Lafourche  and  Terrebonne  parishes. 
These  handlers  merely  draw  on  the  plant 
supplied  by  the  proponents  to  furnish 
the  substantial  volume  of  milk  needed  to 
supply  their  Class  I  sales  over  and  above 
what  they  receive  from  dairy  farmers. 
The  cooperative  associations  furnish  a 
substantial  volume  of  milk  needed  to 
supply  these  handlers  with  their  total 
Class  I  needs.  Amounts  of  such  sales 
fluctuate  as  much  as  300,000  pounds  per 
month. 

Milk  distributors  located  within  the 
three  parishes  of  St.  Charles,  Lafourche, 
and  Terrebonne,  purchase  additional 
milk  from  dairy  farmers  at  a  flat  price 
of  60  cents  per  gallon.  Prices  received 
by  dairy  farmers  shipping  to  these  plants 
are  in  approximate  alignment  with  prices 
received  by  producers  shipping  to  plants 
of  regulated  handlers  except  that  such 
prices  do  not  generally  reflect  classifica¬ 
tion  use  values  or  variations  due  to  dif¬ 
ferent  butterfat  content  of  milk.  Dairy 
farmers  supplying  the  supplemental 
quantities  of  milk  needed  by  the  non- 
regulated  plants  are  subsidized  in  the 
price  they  receive  for  milk  from  the  re¬ 
turns  received  by  other  members  of  the 
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two  cooperative  associations,  a  substan¬ 
tial  portion  of  whose  milk  is  subject  to 
order  pricing.  These  nonregulated  han¬ 
dlers  thus  purchase  a  substantial  portion 
of  their  fluid  needs  partly  at  the  expense 
of  producers  whose  milk  is  priced  under 
the  order. 

The  addition  of  these  three  parishes 
will  provide  more  orderly  marketing  con¬ 
ditions  for  the  entire  area.  All  milk 
distributed  therein  will  be  subject  to  the 
minimum  class  prices  and  the  dairy 
farmers  supplying  the  handlers  who 
serve  such  parishes  will  be  assured  of 
payment  for  their  milk  on  the  same  basis 
as  producers  supplying  competing  regu¬ 
lated  handlers. 

It  is  concluded  that  the  extension  of 
regulation  to  Lafourche.  St.  Charles  and 
Terrebonne  parishes  will  result  in  a  more 
equitable  sharing  of  Class  I  sales  in  the 
area  among  producers  and  dairy  farm¬ 
ers.  and  that  these  parishes  should  be 
included  in  the  area. 

Several  unregulated  handlers  pro¬ 
posed  that  the  marketing  area  be  ex¬ 
tended  to  include  the  Louisiana  parishes 
of  St.  Mary,  Iberville,  Assumption,  As¬ 
cension,  St.  John  the  Baptist,  and  St. 
James.  But  there  was  no  supporting 
testimony  that  showed  in  sufficient  detail 
the  nature  of  the  Grade  A  milk  trade  in 
these  parishes.  No  data  were  presented 
with  respect  to  the  extent  of  compe¬ 
tition  between  regulated  and  unreg¬ 
ulated  handlers.  For  instance.  Assump¬ 
tion  parish  would  be  on  the  fringe  of 
the  proposed  area.  Two  New  Orleans 
regulated  handlers  distribute  milk  there, 
and  one  unregulated  handler  from  Iber¬ 
ville  parish.  However,  the  record  con¬ 
tains  no  marketing  data  pertaining  to 
any  of  these  operators.  The  same  is 
true  for  the  portions  of  St.  James  and 
St.  John  parishes  proposed  for  inclusion 
in  the  New  Orleans  marketing  area. 

It  is  concluded  from  this  record  that 
the  Louisiana  parishes  of  St.  Mary, 
Iberville,  Assumption,  Ascension,  St.  JOhn 
the  Baptist,  and  St.  James,  should  not  be 
added  to  the  marketing  area. 

2.  Type  of  pool.  Since  1950,  there  has 
been  a  steady  increase  in  the  disparity  in 
individual  handler  pool  prices.  This  dis¬ 
parity  in  prices  of  itself  does  not  clearly 
indicate,  however,  that  marketwide 
equalization  of  producer  prices  would 
ameliorate  the  marketing  situation  for 
producers  under  prevailing  supply  ar¬ 
rangements  in  the  market  as  a  whole. 

In  a  decision  issued  by  the  Department 
July  3,  1956,  the  request  for  marketwide 
pooling  was  denied.  The  record  of  this 
hearing  does  not  disclose  changes  in 
marketing  conditions  in  this  marketing 
area  during  the  year  1956  that  justify  any 
different  decision  from  that  issued  July  3, 
1956.  There  is  still  a  diversity  of  mar¬ 
keting  relations  and  practices  among 
producers.  Only  one-third  of  the  pro¬ 
ducers  are  prepared  to  market  their 
milk  in  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  handlers  and  thus  maximize  returns 
to  all  producers.  Handlers  must  rely  on 
their  own  resources,  rather  than  the 
cooperative  associations  to  assure  them¬ 
selves  of  an  adequate  supply  of  inspected 
milk. 

While  an  equalization  pool  might  well 
contribute  to  market  stability  under  cer¬ 


tain  conditions  it  is  the  general  circum¬ 
stances  of  excessive  supplies,  more  than 
anything  else,  that  threatens  market  sta¬ 
bility.  Market  conditions  complained  of 
by  the  proponents  of  a  marketwide  pool 
will  be  alleviated  when  supplies  come 
into  better  balance  with  Class  I  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  the  market.  Further  examination 
of  marketing  methods  and  practices  of 
producers  and  of  the  market  relations  of 
producers  and  handlers  would  be  appro¬ 
priate  before  a  change  in  method  of 
pooling  is  made. 

3.  Classification  of  milk.  The  hearing 
notice  contained  a  proposal  by  handlers 
that  a  new  class  (Class  U-A)  be  adopted, 
and  that  a  formula  for  pricing  such  milk 
be  established.  At  the  hearing,  however, 
the  proponents  revised  their  proposal 
and  requested  that  a  Class  III  milk  clas- 
siflcation  be  adopted  instead. 

Handlers  proposed  that  the  Class  n 
milk  classification  be  changed  to  specify 
that  only  skim  milk  and  butterfat  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  ice  cream,  creole 
cheese,  cottage  cheese  and  eggnog  shall 
be  classified  as  Class  II  milk.  No  change 
was  proposed  for  pricing  Class  n  milk. 

At  the  present  time,  milk  used  to  pro¬ 
duce  ice  cream,  creole  cheese,  and  cot¬ 
tage  cheese  is  classified  as  Class  n  milk. 
Eggnog  is  defined  as  a  fluid  milk  prod¬ 
uct  (Cfiass  I) ;  and  there  was  no  specific 
testimony  or  evidence  submitted  to  jus¬ 
tify  changing  the  classification  of  eggnog. 

Handlers  also  proposed  that  Class  HI 
milk  include  skim  milk  and  butterfat 
(1)  transferred  by  a  handler  to  a  man¬ 
ufacturing  plant  and  processed  into 
Cheddar  cheese,  (whole)  milk  powder, 
nonfat  dry  milk,  condensed  milk,  evap¬ 
orated  milk,  buttermilk  powder,  butter, 
and  fluid  cream,  irrespective  of  ultimate 
utilization. 

In  addition,  the  present  Class  n  pro¬ 
visions  relating  to  month-end  inventory, 
dumped  skim,  livestock  feed  and  shrink¬ 
age  would  be  changed  to  be  included  in 
the  proposed  Class  HI  classification. 
Proponents  proposed  that  the  Class  III 
milk  price  be  equal  to  the  average  pay 
prices  of  four  Mississippi  manufacturing 
plants,  less  20  cents  per  hundredweight 
f .  o.  b.,  the  manufacturing  plant  to  which 
delivered. 

At  the  present  time,  the  transfer  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  order  provide  within  speci¬ 
fied  limits  for  classification  in  Class  II 
of  milk  transferred  by  a  handler  and 
utilized  by  the  transferee  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  the  products  specified  in  part 
(1)  of  the  handlers’  proposal.  However, 
fluid  cream  is  a  fluid  milk  product,  and 
unless  utilization  in  Class  H  is  estab¬ 
lished  pursuant  to  the  transfer  provi¬ 
sions  it  should  be  classified  as  Class  I. 
The  proposal  to  classify  fluid  cream  as 
Class  III,  irrespective  of  its  ultimate 
utilization  would  constitute  a  significant 
change  from  the  present  classification 
provisions  of  the  order. 

The  reasons  stated  for  proposing  a  re¬ 
vision  of  the  classification  provisions 
were:  (1)  The  burden  of  surplus  milk 
has  increased  since  1951,  (2)  a  Class  III 
classification  would  reduce  the  uniform 
price  to  prbducers,  indicating  to  them 
that  the  production  of  surplus  milk  re¬ 
duces  revenue,  (3)  handlers  have  ac¬ 
cepted  all  milk  from  producers  and  have 


marketed  the  surplus,  often  at  a  loss, 
and  cazmot  continue  to  lose  money  on 
surplus  that  must  be  disposed  of  to  man¬ 
ufacturing  plants. 

The  effect  of  the  proposal  would  be  to 
enable  handlers  to  continue  to  accept 
surplus  milk  from  producers,  and  dis¬ 
pose  of  it  to  manufacturing  plants  with¬ 
out  incurring  further  monetary  loss. 
However,  there  is  no  justification  for 
establishing  a  lower  classification  that 
would  perpetuate  the  burdensome  sur¬ 
plus  affecting  the  market  at  the  present 
time.  This  proposal  would  price  fluid 
cream  irrespective  of  ultimate  utiliza¬ 
tion  at  20  cents  per  hundredweight  less 
than  is  paid  for  manufacturing  milk  at 
four  Mississippi  locations  and  it  might 
very  well  encourage  rather  than  deter 
the  delivery  of  surplivs  Grade  A  milk  to 
the  New  Orleans  market.  Fluid  cream 
could  be  moved  long  distances  and  dis¬ 
posed  of  in  other  markets  with  no  regard 
to  utilization.  The  present  Class  II  price 
and  classification  provisions  tend  to  dis¬ 
courage  excessive  delivery  of  Grade  A 
milk  for  Cfiass  n  use.  A  change  in  the 
classification  provisions  at  this  time 
would  encourage  imeconomic  movement 
of  producer  milk. 

It  is  concluded  that  the  classification 
provisions  should  not  be  amended. 

4.  (a)  The  level  of  the  Class  I  price. 
Producers  proposed  that  (1)  the  Class  I 
milk  differential  should  be  $2.65  in  all 
months  of  the  year,  (2)  the  supply-de¬ 
mand  adjuster  should  be  amended  to  in¬ 
corporate  into  the  representative  sup¬ 
ply-demand  index  the  significant 
increase  in  production  that  has  occurred 
in  the  New  Orleans  market  during  the 
past  three  years,  and  (3)  price  adjust¬ 
ments  by  the  supply-demand  adjuster 
should  not  exceed  plus  or  minus  24  cents 
in  any  month. 

At  the  present  time,  the  Class  I  differ¬ 
ential  is  on  a  seasonal  basis,  that  is, 
$2.65  during  the  months  September 
through  February,  and  $2.20  in  all  other 
months.  The  effect  of  the  proposal 
would  be  to  raise  the  Class  I  milk  price 
above  its  present  leveL 

In  support  of  the  proposal,  producers 
testified  that  (1)  New  Orleans  handlers 
probably  would  not  reduce  their  prices 
to  consumers  in  response  to  a  change  in 
the  seasonal  differential,  and  that  there 
is  no  evidence  to  indicate  clearly  what 
the  handlers’  practice  in  this  respect 
would  be;  (2)  during  the  flush  produc¬ 
tion  season,  areas  outside  the  New  Or¬ 
leans  marketing  area  also  have  increased 
production,  and  consequently,  seasonal 
pricing  does  not  greatly  increase  Class 
I  sales,  for  such  outside  sales  represent 
approximately  only  five  percent  of  han¬ 
dlers  total  Class  I  sales.  Producers  con¬ 
tend  that  this  small  percentage  should 
not  be  a  factor  in  determining  seasonal 
Class  I  differentials. 

Handlers  supported  the  proposal  for 
a  imiform  Cla^  I  differential  through¬ 
out  the  year.  They  testified,  however, 
that  it  should  be  the  average  of  the 
present  seasonal  differentials,  or  some¬ 
where  between  $2.65  and  $2.20. 

The  present  Clcuss  I  price  provisions 
were  made  effective  August  1, 1956.  The 
full  effect  of  these  provisions  was  delayed 
in  order  to  afford  a  gradual  adjustment 
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to  the  price  level  deemed  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  declared  policy  of  the  en¬ 
abling  act.  Consequently,  the  level  es¬ 
tablished  as  a  result  of  the  hearing  held 
in  April  1955  had  not  become  fully  effec¬ 
tive  at  the  time  of  this  hearing.  During 
the  past  year,  production  continued  to 
increase  at  a  more  rapid  rate  than  Class 
I  sales.  No  new  evidence  was  presented 
at  this  hearing  that  would  justify  main¬ 
taining  a  Class  I  price  level  higher  than 
that  provided  by  the  amended  order  that 
became  effective  August  1,  1956. 

It  is  concluded  that  the  level  of  the 
Class  I  price  should  not  be  changed. 

Seasonal  pricing  is  used  in  nearby  mar. 
kets.  To  establish  a  different  seasonal 
pricing  pattern  for  the  New  Orleans  mar¬ 
ket  than  for  surrounding  markets  would 
make  it  difiBcult  to  preserve  price  align¬ 
ment. 

It  is  concluded  that  the  proposed 
changes  in  the  seasonal  pattern  of  pric¬ 
ing  should  not  be  adopted. 

The  proposal  to  revise  the  supply- 
demand  adjuster  was  supported  by  pro¬ 
ducers  and  handlers  primarily  on  the 
basis  of  reducing  its  effect  in  adjusting 
the  Class  I  milk  price.  Producers  re¬ 
vised  their  original  proposal  to  recon¬ 
struct  the  supply-demand  adjuster.  The 
revised  proposal  would  reverse  the  recip¬ 
rocals  now  used  in  computing  the  "cur¬ 
rent  supply-demand  relationship".  The 
effect  of  this  would  be  to  reduce  the  net 
deviation  percentage,  which  determines 
the  amount  of  the  supply-demand  ad¬ 
justment.  In  addition,  producers  pro¬ 
posed  that  the  total  amount  of  any  ad¬ 
justment  resulting  from  the  present  sup¬ 
ply-demand  adjuster  should  be  limited  to 
plus  or  minus  24  cents. 

It  has  been  noted  that  the  price  ad¬ 
justments  made  effective  August  1,  1956, 
were  delayed  to  provide  for  gradual 
transition.  The  record  contains  no  evi¬ 
dence  to  justify  further  delay  in  effectu¬ 
ating  the  amendments  considered  to  be 
necessary  and  in  the  public  interest. 

At  the  time  of  hearing,  the  supply- 
demand  adjuster  had  not  come  into  op¬ 
eration.  Hence,  testimony  for  amending 
it  lacked  the  substantial  evidence  that 
would  be  required  for  reexamination  and 
revision. 

(b)  An  out-of-area  price  on  Class  I 
milk  disposed  of  outside  the  New  Or¬ 
leans  marketing  area  should  not  he 
adopted.  Handlers  proposed  that  the 
price  for  all  Class  I  milk  sold  outside  the 
New  Orleans  marketing  area  be  75  cents 
per  hundredweight  less  than  the  New 
Orleans  Class  I  price.  The  purpose  of 
the  proposal  is  to  enable  New  Orleans 
handlers  to  dispose  of  surplus  Grade  A 
milk  to  "deficit"  areas.  The  price  re¬ 
duction  proposed  would  enable  handlers 
to  transport  such  surplus  to  deficit  areas 
for  Class  I  use. 

Adoption  of  the  proposal  would,  in 
effect,  permit  the  use  of  adjacent  out¬ 
side  markets  as  a  dumping  ground  for 
milk  in  excess  of  the  market’s  needs. 
The  fixing  of  a  lower  price  for  milk  sold 
in  other  markets  could  have  a  depressing 
effect  on  the  price  paid  farmers  by  com¬ 
peting  unregulated  distributors  in  such 
markets.  Such  action  would  tend  to 
lower  blended  returns  to  producers  in 
the  New  Orleans  market  with  the  result 


that  prices  of  milk  sold  within  the  regu¬ 
lated  market  might  have  to  be  raised  to 
provide  an  incentive  to  maintain  produc¬ 
tion  of  a  sufficient  supply  to  fulfill  the 
market  needs.  In  this  connection,  the 
local  consumer  of  fluid  milk  should  not 
be  called  upon  to  subsidize  consumers 
in  out-of-area  markets. 

The  statute  requires  that  minimum 
prices  established  by  orders  shall  be  set 
at  a  level  which,  over  a  reasonable  period 
of  time,  considering  the  need  for  supplies 
of  reserve  milk,  and  seasonal  variations 
in  production,  will  result  as  nearly  as 
practicable  in  the  production  of  a  quan¬ 
tity  of  milk  equal  to  the  demands  of  the 
market  for  such  milk.  Lower  pricing 
of  Class  I  milk  that  is  sold  outside  the 
marketing  area  would  be  contrary  to  the 
basis  for  determining  the  level  of  the 
Class  I  price.  Milk  used  in  outside  sales 
should  be  priced  at  the  Class  I  price  and 
thus  share  the  burden  of  meeting  the 
production  and  marketing  costs  asso¬ 
ciated  with  assuring  an  adequate  and 
dependable  supply  of  milk  for  fluid  use. 

5.  The  proposal  to  exempt  from  the 
other  source  milk  definition,  the  distri¬ 
bution  of  ‘‘certified  milk”  in  bottles 
should  not  be  adopted.  A  New  Orleans 
regulated  handler  testified  that  he  dis¬ 
tributes  "certified  milk”  in  bottles  from 
an  unregulated  source  along  with  his 
own  fluid  milk  products. 

The  proponent  testified  that  this  cer¬ 
tified  milk  should  not  be  allocated  to 
Class  II  as  other  source  milk  because  he 
pays  a  premium  of  50  percent  over  the 
Class  I  price  for  it. 

Although  the  proponent  proposed  that 
a  definition  of  certified  milk  be  estab¬ 
lished,  the  record  contains  no  testimony 
or  evidence  on  which  to  construct  a  defi¬ 
nition. 

In  the  absence  of  more  information 
concerning  the  marketing  of  certified 
milk  in  the  New  Orleans  area,  it  is  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  proposed  exemption  of 
it  from  the  other  source  milk  definition 
should  not  be  adopted. 

6.  The  location  adjustment  provisions 
should  be  amended.  An  unregulated 
handler  proposed  that  in  computing  the 
handler  location  adjustment  in  the  event 
his  plant,  located  at  Franklinton,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  becomes  subject  to  regulation^  the 
distance  between  such  plant  and  those  of 
his  customers  located  in  the  marketing 
area  should  be  used.  At  the  present  time, 
the  location  adjustment  for  a  plant  sit¬ 
uated  at  Franklinton,  Louisiana,  is  com¬ 
puted  on  the  basis  of  the  distance  of 
such  plant  from  the  New  Orleans  City 
Hall. 

The  effect  of  this  proposal  would  be 
to  provide  a  larger  location  adjustment 
for  the  proponent’s  plant  if  it  is  regu¬ 
lated  by  Order  No.  42,  than  would  be 
allowed  pursuant  to  present  order  lan¬ 
guage. 

The  proponent  also  proposed  that  the 
rate  of  the  location  adjustment  should 
be  2.0  cents  for  every  10  miles  up  to  4:50 
miles.  At  the  present  time,  the  rate 
beyond  100  miles  is  1.5  cents  for  every 
10  miles. 

In  support  of  the  proposal  the  pro¬ 
ponent  contended  that  handlers  in 
Lafourche  and  Terrebonne  parishes 
should  not  be  required  to  pay  a  price 


that  is  based  on  the  Class  I  price  for 
milk  received  at  supply  plants  located 
at  Franklinton.  The  proponent  testified 
that  some  of  the  handlers  in  Lafourche 
and  Terrebonne  parishes  must  purchase 
their  supplemental  supplies  from  the 
Franklinton  area.  Consequently,  a 
higher  location  adjustment  is  requested 
for  Franklinton,  Louisiana,  plants  that 
furnish  milk  to  handlers  in  the  proposed 
marketing  area  extension  than  for  plants 
shipping  to  handlers  presently  regulated. 

Plant  operators  located  in  Lafourche 
and  Terrebone  parishes  have  purchased 
supplemental  supplies  of  milk  from  the 
Franklinton  area.  Such  supplies  are 
also  available  from  other  unregulated 
handlers  throughout  the  State  of  Lou¬ 
isiana.  Proponent’s  proposal  would  es¬ 
tablish  a  Class  I  milk  price  at  Franklin¬ 
ton  to  enable  a  plant  there  to  compete 
for  sales  of  supplemental  milk  to  han¬ 
dlers  in  Lafourche  and  Terrebonne 
parishes. 

There  Is  no  economic  justification, 
however,  in  amending  the  present  loca¬ 
tion  differentials  to  result  in  what  would 
amount  to  a  special  Class  I  milk  price 
at  a  specific  location.  Nor  is  there 
sufficient  evidence  in  the  record  from 
which  to  conclude  that  the  present  rates 
are  not  appropriate. 

In  the  absence  of  conclusive  evidence 
that  the  present  location  differentials 
are  inadequate,  as  they  relate  to  -the 
City  of  New  Orleans,  where  the  greatest 
concentration  of  population  is  located, 
it  is  concluded  that  the  proposal  should 
not  be  adopted. 

The  Dairy  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service,  also  proposed  that 
consideration  be  given  to  a  revision  of 
the  location  differential  provisions.  The 
purpose  in  doing  so  was  to  afford  inter¬ 
ested  parties  an  opportunity  to  review 
the  present  rate  and  method  of  deter-, 
mining  the  zone  location  of  each 
regulated  fluid  milk  plant. 

The  zone  location  of  each  regulated 
plant  is  now  determined  on  the  basis  of 
the  shortest  highway  or  railroad  mileage 
between  such  plants  and  the  New  Orleans 
City  Hall.  Shipments  of  milk  by  rail¬ 
road  have  not  been  made  for  many  years.  • 
Milk  is  currently  transported  by  tank 
truck  from  supply  plants  to  city  dis¬ 
tributing  plants. 

The  record  evidence  is  not  sufficient  to 
make  any  revision,  at  this  time,  in  regard 
to  the  rate  per  hundredweight  for  each 
zone.  The  order  language  with  respect 
to  determining  the  shortest  highway 
mileage  should  be  changed,  however,  to 
specify  that  only  toll  free  public  high¬ 
ways  should  be  used  in  the  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  shortest  highway  distance 
between  a  regulated  plant  and  the  New 
Orleans  City  Hall.  The  record  is  incon¬ 
clusive  as  to  the  extent  of  use  and  sav¬ 
ings  realized  by  handlers  in  the  use  of 
the  Greater  New  Orleans  Freeway. 
Until  further  evidence  is  available  only 
toll  free  highway  distances  should  be 
used  in  determining  pool  plant  locations. 
The  attached  order  language  provides 
for  such  a  revision  and  for  the  elimina¬ 
tion  of  the  use  of  the  railroad  mileage  in 
determining  plant  location. 

7.  The  base  and  excess  milk  provisions 
of  the  order  should  not  be  amended.  A 
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cooperative  association  proposed  that 
the  base  rules  be  amended  to  provide 
that  bases  may  be  computed  for  dairy 
farmers  who  were  producers  during  six 
consecutive  months  in  1956.  Pursuant 
to  the  proposal,  the  market  administra¬ 
tor  would  use  the  deliveries  of  such  dairy 
farmers  during  the  months  October  1956 
through  February  1957,  irrespective  of 
point  of  delivery,  to  compute  bases  for 
such  dairy  farmers  during  the  base- 
operating  months  of  March  through 
August  1957. 

The  base  operating  period  is  now  past. 
Producers  will  have  opportunity  to  es¬ 
tablish  bases  during  the  base-making 
period  of  1957.  Therefore  the  need  for 
amending  the  order  in  this  respect  no 
longer  exists. 

8.  Administrative  changes.  Certain 
provisions  of  the  order  should  be  re- ' 
drafted  in  order  to  add  more  specificity 
with  respect  to  the  reporting  and  ac¬ 
counting  of  milk.  The  proposed  changes 
will  designate  more  clearly  what  milk 
and  what  plants  would  be  subject  to  the 
regulation  and  the  application  of  the 
order  provisions  to  them.  This  can  best 
be  done  by  clarifying  the  present  defini¬ 
tions  for  producer,  fluid  milk  plant,  pro¬ 
ducer  milk,  other  source  milk,  and 
transfers. 

The  term  fluid  milk  plant  should  in¬ 
clude  all  plants  distributing  fluid  milk 
products  in  the  marketing  area  and  all 
supply  plants  which  are  to  be  fully  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  regulation,  and  which  regu¬ 
larly  ship  milk  to  plants  distributing 
fluid  milk  products  in  the  marketing 
area.  No  attempt  has  been  made  to 
change  the  present  nleaning  of  the  defi¬ 
nition  of  fluid  milk  plant.  The  revision 
of  this  definition  makes  more  specific  the 
exclusion  from  the  fluid  milk  plant  defi¬ 
nition  a  supply  plant  from  which  no 
transfers  of  fluid  milk  products  are  clas¬ 
sified  as  Class  1  milk  at  a  city  distribut¬ 
ing  plant. 

The  definitions  of  producer  and  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  are  modified  to  provide  diver¬ 
sion  of  milk  directly  from  producer  farms 
by  handlers  to  other  fluid  milk  plants  or 
to  nonfluid  milk  plants.  The  privilege  for 
handlers  to  divert  milk  under  such  cir¬ 
cumstances  facilitates  the  economical 
disposal  of  seasonal  and  temporary  ex¬ 
cesses  in  reserve  supplies.  Unlimited  di¬ 
version  should  be  permitted.  The  indi¬ 
vidual  handler  typ>e  of  pool  will  insure 
that  only  the  producers  pioviding  the 
regular  sources  of  supply  of  pure  and 
wholsome  milk  for  the  marketing  area 
will  be  included.  It  is  further  provided 
that  milk  diverted  by  handlers  should 
be  deemed  to  have  been  received  at  the 
fluid  milk  plant  at  the  same  location  as 
the  plant  from  which  it  was  diverted  for 
the  account  of  the  handler. 

The  definition  of  other  source  milk 
should  be  modified  to  clarify  the  meaning 
and  to  specify  in  the  definition  that  it 
includes  all  milk  utilized  in  the  opera¬ 
tions  at  a  fluid  milk  plant  except  pro¬ 
ducer  milk,  fluid  milk  products  received 
from  other  fluid  milk  plants,  and  inven¬ 
tory  of  fluid  milk  products  on  hand  at 
the  beginning  of  the  month.  Other 
source  milk  represents  all  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  used  in  a  fluid  milk  plant  which 


is  not  subject  to  the  pricing  provisions  of 
the  order  during  the  month.  It  will  in¬ 
clude  all  fluid  milk  products  from  plants 
other  than  fluid  milk  plants  and  all 
manufactured  dairy  products  from  any 
source  which  are  repackaged,  reproc¬ 
essed,  or  converted  in  another  product 
in  the  fluid  milk  plant  during  the  month. 
It  will  include  those  manufactured  prod¬ 
ucts  from  a  fluid  milk  plant’s  own  pro¬ 
duction  which  are  reprocessed  or  recon¬ 
verted  into  another  product  during  the 
same  or  a  later  month. 

Provisions  relating  to  transfers  of 
fluid  milk,  skim  milk  or  cream  in  bulk 
should  be  clarified  by  stating  in  the  order 
specific  rules  with  respect  to  such  trans¬ 
fers  within  a  distance  of  275  miles  from 
the  New  Orleans  City  Hall,  to  distances 
greater  than  275  miles  from  the  market¬ 
ing  area,  and  to  the  assignment  and  ac¬ 
counting  of  these  products  when  shipped 
to  a  nonfluid  milk  plant.  The  provisions 
in  the  attached  order  will  state  more 
clearly  the  administrative  technique  for 
classifying  such  transfers. 

Rulings  on  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions.  Briefs  were  filed  on  behalf  of 
certain  interested  parties  in  the  market. 
'These  briefs  and  the  evidence  in  the  rec¬ 
ord  were  considered  in  making  the  find¬ 
ings  and  conclusions  set  forth  above.  To 
the  extent  that  the  suggested  findings 
and  conclusions  set  forth  in  the 
briefs  are  inconsistent  with  the  findings 
and  conclusions  set  forth  herein,  the 
requests  to  make  such  findings  or  reach 
such  conclusions  are  denied. 

General  findings,  (a)  The  proposed 
marketing  agreement  and  the  ordqp,  as 
amended,  and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
further  amended,  and  all  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  deter¬ 
mined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  act 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price  of 
feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  and  demand  for  milk  in 
the  marketing  area,  and  the  minimum 
prices  specified  in  the  proposed  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  order,  as  amended, 
and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be  further 
amended,  are  such  prices  as  will  reflect 
the  aforesaid  factors,  insure  a  sufficient 
quantity  of  pure  and  wholesome  milk  and 
be  in  the  public  interest;  and 

(c)  The  proposed  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order  will  regulate  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  same  manner  as, 
and  will  be  applicable  only  to  persons  in 
the  respective  classes  of  industrial  and 
commercial  activity  specified  in,  a  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  upon  which  a  hearing 
has  been  held. 

Recommended  marketing  agreement 
and  amendment  to  the  order,  as  amend¬ 
ed.  The  following  order,  amending  the 
order,  as  amended,  is  recommended  as 
the  detailed  and  appropriate  means  by 
which  the  foregoing  conclusions  may  be 
carried  out.  The  proposed  marketing 
agreement  is  not  included  in  this  deci¬ 
sion  because  the  regulatory  provisions 
thereof  would  be  identical  with  those 
contained  in  the  order,  as  amended,  and 
as  hereby  proposed  to  be  further 
amended. 


1.  Delete  §  942.4  and  substitute  there¬ 
for  the  following : 

§  942.4  Rem  Orleans  marketing  area. 
"New  Orleans  marketing  area"  herein¬ 
after  referred  to  as  the  marketing  area 
means  all  territory,  including  incorpo¬ 
rated  municipalities,  geographically 
within  Jefferson.  Lafourche.  Orleans, 
Plaquemines,  St.  Bernard,  St.  Charles, 
and  Terrebonne  parishes  all  in  the  State 
of  Louisiana. 

2.  Delete  §  942.6  and  substitute  there¬ 
for  the  following : 

§  942.6  Producer.  "Producer”  means 
any  person  other  than  a  producer-han¬ 
dler  who  produces  milk  in  compliance 
with  Grade  A  inspection  requirements 
for  milk  for  fluid  consumption  within 
the  marketing  area  which  milk  is  (a) 
received  during  the  month  at  a  fluid 
milk  plant,  or  (b)  diverted  from  a  fluid 
milk  plant  to  another  fluid  milk  plant 
or  to  a  nonfluid  milk  plant  pursuant  to 
§  942.10. 

3.  Delete  §  942.9  and  substitute  there¬ 
for  the  following: 

§  942.9  Fluid  milk  plant.  "Fluid  milk 
plant"  means  a  milk  plant  (a)  where 
milk  is  processed  and  packaged  and  from 
which  Class  I  milk  pursuant  to  §  942.41 
(a)  is  disposed  of  to  retail  or  wholesale 
outlets  (including  plant  stores)  in  the 
marketing  area,  or  (b)  a  plant  from 
which  during  the  month; 

(1)  Shipments  of  milk,  skim  milk  or 
cream  are  made  to  a  plant  described  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section; 

(1)  On  20  or  more  days  during  any 
month  of  September  through  December; 
or 

(ii)  On  5  or  more  days  during  any 
other  month;  and 

(2)  Some  skim  milk  or  butterfat  in 
such  shipments  of  milk,  skim  milk  or 
cream  is  assigned  to  Class  I  pursuant  to 
§  942.43  (a). 

4.  Delete  §  942.10  and  substitute 
therefor  the  following: 

§  942.10  Producer  milk.  "Producer 
milk”  means  only  that  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  contained  in  the  milk  (a)  re¬ 
ceived  at  a  fluid  milk  plant  directly  from 
producers,  or  (b)  diverted  for  the  ac¬ 
count  of  the  operator  of  a  fluid  milk 
plant  from  a  fluid  milk  plant  to  another 
fluid  milk  plant  or  to  a  nonfluid  milk 
plant.  Any  such  milk  so  diverted  shall 
be  deemed  to  have' been  received  at  the 
fluid  milk  plant  from  which  it  was 
diverted. 

5.  Delete  §  942.11  and  substitute  there¬ 
for  the  following: 

§  942.11  Other  source  milk.  "Other 
source  milk”  means  all  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  contained  in:  (a)  Receipts 
during  the  month  of  fluid  milk  products 
except  (1)  fluid  milk  products  received 
from  fluid  milk  plants  and  (2)  producer 
milk;  and  (b)  products,  other  than  fluid 
milk  products,  from  any  source  (includ¬ 
ing  those  produced  at  the  plant)  which 
are  reprocessed  or  converted  to  another 
product  in  the  plant  during  the  month. 
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6.  Delete  S  942.43  and  substitute 
therefor  the  following: 

S  942.43  Transfers.  Skim  milk  and 
hutterfat  transferred  or  diverted  during 
the  month  as  milk,  skim  milk  or  cream 
in  bulk  from  a  fluid  milk  plant  to: 

(a)  The  fluid  milk  plant  of  another 
handler  shall  be  classified  as  Class  I 
imless  Class  n  utilization  is  indicated  by 
the  operators  of  both  plants  in  their 
reports  submitted  pursuant  to  S  942.30 
and: 

(1)  The  receiving  plant  has  utilization 
In  such  class  of  equivalent  amounts  of 
skim  milk  and  butterfat,  respectively; 
and 

(2)  Such  skim  milk  and  butterfat 
shall  be  classified  so  as  to  allocate  to 
producer  milk  the  greatest  possible  total 
Class  I  utilization  in  the  two  plants; 

(b)  A  plant  operated  by  a  producer- 
handler  shall  be  Class  I  milk; 

(c)  A  nonfluid  milk  plant  located  more 
than  275  miles  by  the  shortest  highway 
distance  from  City  Hall  in  New  Orleans, 
Louisiana,  as  determined’ by  the  market 
administrator,  shall  be  Class  I  milk ; 

(d)  A  nonfluid  milk  plant,  except  as 
specified  in  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c)  of 
this  section,  shall  be  Class  I  milk  unless: 

(1)  The  transferring  handler  claims 
Class  n  use  on  his  report  for  the  month ; 

(2)  The  operator  of  the  nonfiuid  milk 
plant  maintains  books  and  records  which 
are  made  available  for  examination  upon 
request  by  the  market  administrator  and 
which  are  adequate  for  verification  of 
such  Class  n  use;  and 

(3)  The  Class  n  use  at  the  nonfluid 
milk  plant  exceeds  skim  milk  and  butter¬ 
fat  received  from  a  fluid  milk  plant(s) 
under  this  order  and  from  a  plant(s)  at 
which  the  milk  is  priced  imder  another 
order  (s)  issued  pursuant  to  the  act.  In 
the  event  such  Class  n  use  is  less  than 
the  aggregate  of  receipts  from  such  regu¬ 
lated  plants,  amounts  of  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  respectively,  equal  to  the  dif¬ 
ferences  shall  be  classified  as  Class  I 
milk  with  each  fluid  milk  plant  being 
assigned  a  share  of  such  a  Class  I  milk 
pro  rata  in  accordance  with  the  receipts 
of  milk  from  all  regulated  plants. 

7.  Delete  §  942.53  (b)  and  substitute 
therefor  the  following: 

(b)  The  market  administrator  shall 
determine  and  publicly  announce  the 
zone  location  of  each  plant  of  each  han¬ 
dler  according  to  the  shortest  toll-free 
highway  distance  between  such  plant 
and  the  City  Hall  in  New  Orleans.  The 
market  administrator  shall  notify  the 
handler  on  or  before  the  first  day  of  any 
month  in  which  a  change  in  a  plant  lo¬ 
cation  zone  will  apply. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  28th 
day  of  August  1957. 

[SEAL]  Roy  W.  Lennartson, 

Deputy  Administrator. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-7216;  Piled,  Sept.  8,  1957; 
8:49  a.  m.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[14CFRPart  SOI 

[Draft  Release  No.  57-20] 

Airman  Agency  Certificates;  Hangar 
Faciuties  Requirement 

NOTICE  or  PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 

Pursuant  to  authority  delegated  by 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  to  the 
Bureau  of  Safety,  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  the  Bureau  will  propose  to  the 
Board  an  amendment  to  Part  50  of  the 
Civil  Air  Regulations  as  hereinafter  set 
forth. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  making  of  the  proposed  rule  by  sub¬ 
mitting  such  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  as  they  may  desire.  Com¬ 
munications  should  be  submitted  in 
duplicate  to  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board, 
attention  Bureau  of  Safety,  Washington 
25,  D.  C.  In  order  to  insure  their  con¬ 
sideration  by  the  Board  before  taking 
further  action  on  the  proposed  rule,  com¬ 
munications  must  be  received  by  October 
31,  1957.  Copies  of  such  communica¬ 
tions  will  be  available  after  November  4, 
1957,  for  examination  by  interested 
persons  at  the  Docket  Section  of  the 
Board,  Room  5412,  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Part  50  of  the  Civil  Air  Regulations 
prescribes  minimum  requirements  for 
the  issuance  of  airman  agency  certifi¬ 
cates  for  one  or  more  school  ratings. 
Section  50.12  (b)  requires  each  fiying 
school  to  have  “Adequate  hangar  facil¬ 
ities  housing  all  aircraft  used  for  flight 
instruction.” 

The  Bureau  has  reviewed  the  necessity 
for  retaining  the  hangar  requirement  of 
§  50.12  (b)  and  concludes  that  this  re¬ 
quirement  is  not  necessary  to  assure  the 
airworthiness  of  aircraft  used  in  flight 
training. 

In  reaching  this  conclusion,  the  Bureau 
has  taken  into  consideration  the  fact 
that  the  Civil  Air  Regulations  currently 
require  that  all  aircraft  used  for  flight 
instruction  and  other  purposes  for  hire, 
whether  hangared  or  not,  be  given  peri¬ 
odic  inspection  or,  in  the  alternative, 
require  that  such  aircraft  be  inspected 
in  accordance  with  a  continuous  air¬ 
worthiness  inspection  system  (progres¬ 
sive  system)  which  provides  for  inspec¬ 
tions  at  scheduled  intervals  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  procedures  prescribed  by  the 
Administrator.  A  record  of  the  time  in 
service  of  each  aircraft  and  engine,  in¬ 
spections,  maintenance,  compliance  with 
mandatory  notes,  weight  and  balance 
records,  equipment  list,  and  a  reference 
to  major  repairs  and  major  alterations 
are  now  required  to  be  kept  in  the  air¬ 
craft  log.  There  is  no  special  exemption 
given  for  aircraft  that  are  required  to 
be  kept  hangared,  nor  are  there  more 
stringent  requirements  for  those  air¬ 
craft  which  are  not  required  to  be  hang¬ 
ared.  The  approved  school  operator  is 
the  only  segment  of  aviation  burdened 
with  the  requirement  to  hangar  aircraft. 

The  degree  of  surveillance  exercised 
by  the  Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronau¬ 


tics  is  sufficient  to  assure  that  all  air¬ 
craft  used  for  flight  instruction  by 
agencies  certificated  imder  Part  50  are 
inspected  and  maintained  in  an  air¬ 
worthy  condition,  as  required  by  the 
Civil  Air  Regulations,  whether  or  not 
such  aircraft  are  kept  in  a  hangar. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Bureau  proposes 
to  recommend  to  the  Board  that  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  §  50.12  of  Part  50  of  the 
Civil  Air  Regulations  be  deleted. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  Title  VI  of  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Act  of  1938,  as  amended.  The 
proposal  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of 
comments  received  in  response  to  this 
notice  of  proposed  ru’e  making. 

(Sec.  205,  52  Stat.  984;  49  U.  S.  C.  425.  In¬ 
terpret  or  apply  secs.  601-610,  52  Stat.  1007- 
1012,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C.  551-560) 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  August  28, 
1957. 

By  the  Bureau  of  Safety. 

[seal]  Oscar  Bakke, 

Director. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-7242;  Piled,  Sept.  8,  1957; 

8:52  a.  m.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
[  47  CFR  Part  3  ] 

[Docket  No.  12054] 

Table  of  Assignments,  Television 

Broadcast  Stations  ;  Columbus,  Ga. 

ORDER  extending  THE  THAE  FOR  FILING 
REPLY  COMMENTS 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  §  3.606 
Table  of  assignments,  Television  Broad¬ 
cast  Stations  (Columbus,  Georgia) ; 
Docket  No.  12054. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  a  petition  flled  August  20, 
1957,  by  Columbus  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  licensee  of  Station  WRBL-TV,, 
Channel  4,  Columbus,  Georgia,  request¬ 
ing  the  Commission  to  extend  the  time 
for  filing  reply  comments  in  the  above- 
entitled  proceedings  from  August  30, 
1957,  to  September  17, 1957. 

2.  In  support  of  its  request  petitioner 
alleges  that  voluminous  original  com¬ 
ments  were  flled  in  this  proceeding ;  that 
several  of  the  comments  include  coun¬ 
terproposals  which  inject  substantially 
new  issues  into  the  porceeding  and  that 
petitioner  therefore  will  be  unable  to 
complete  its  analysis  of  the  comments, 
to  study  and  determine  the  feasibility  of 
the  counterproposals  and  prepare  its  re¬ 
ply  comments  within  the  time  allowed. 

3.  The  Commission  is  of  the  view  that 
the  public  interest,  convenience  and 
necessity  would  be  served  by  extending 
the  time  for  flling  reply  comments  in 
the  above-entitled  proceeding. 

4.  In  view  of  the  foregoing.  It  is 
ordered.  That  the  aforesaid  petition  of 
Columbus  Broadcasting  Company,  Inc. 
is  granted,  and  that  the  time  for  filing 
reply  comments  in  the  above-entitled 
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proceeding  is  extended  from  August  30, 
1957,  to  September  17, 1957. 

Adopted:  August  26, 1957. 

Released:  August  27. 1957. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[SEAL]  Evelyn  P.  Eppley, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-7228;  Piled,  Sept.  3.  1957; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


[47  CFR  Part  11  1 

[Docket  No.  11991] 

Industrial  Radio  Services 

ORDER  EXTENDING  TIME  FOR  FILING 
COMMENTS 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Part 
11,  Rules  Governing  the  Industrial  Radio 
Services,  to  delete,  modify  and  create 
Services,  and  to  effect  changes  in  the 
availability  of  frequencies;  Docket  No. 
11991. 

By  order  of  May  24, 1957,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  extended  the  time  for  filing  original 
comments  in  the  above-entitled  proceed¬ 
ing  from  June  10,  1957  to  September  3, 
1957,  and  the  time  for  filing  reply  com¬ 
ments  in  the  same  proceeding  from  June 
20,  1957,  to  September  17,  1957. 


The  Commission  now  has  before  it  for 
consideration  two  petitions  seeking  fur¬ 
ther  extension  of  the  above  comment  and 
reply  dates.  These  petitions  were  filed 
on  August  26,  1957  by  American  Mining 
Congress  and  American  Iron  Ore  Asso¬ 
ciation,  respectively. 

On  the  basis  of  the  representations  set 
forth  in  the  above  petitions  the  Com¬ 
mission  concludes  that  the  public  interest 
would  be  served  by  an  extension  of  the 
comment  date  to  October  3, 1957,  and  by 
an  extension  of  the  reply  date  to  October 
21,  1957. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  and  pursuant 
to  section  0.291  (b)  (4)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules.  It  is  ordered.  That  the  time 
for  filing  original  comments  in  the 
above-entitled  proceedings  is  extended 
from  September  3,  1957,  to  October  3, 
1957,  and  the  time  for  reply  comments 
from  September  17,  1957,  to  October  21, 
1957. 

Adopted:  August  28. 1957. 

Released:  August  28, 1957. 


[seal] 


Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Evelyn  F.  Eppley, 

Acting  Secretary. 


[P.  R.  Doc.  57-7229;  Piled,  Sept.  3.  1957; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


NOTICES 


Reference:  Federal  Register  dated 
February  8,  1957,  22  F.  R.  795. 

Dated:  August  8,  1957. 

Ralph  E.  Cross. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-7193;  Piled,  Sept.  3,  1957; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


Robert  M.  Trueblood 

statement  of  changes  in  financial 

INTERESTS 

Names  of  any  corporations  of  which 
the  appointee  is,  or  within  60  days  pre¬ 
ceding  his  appointment  has  been,  an 
oflBcer  or  director,  or  in  which  the  ap¬ 
pointee  owns,  or  within  60  days  pre¬ 
ceding  his  appointment  has  owned,  any 
stocks,  bonds,  or  other  financial  inter¬ 
ests;  any  partnerships  in  which  the  ap¬ 
pointee  is.  or  within  60  days  preceding 
appointment  was,  a  partner,  and  any 
other  businesses  in  which  the  appointee 
owns,  or  within  60  days  preceding 'ap¬ 
pointment  has  owned,  any  similar 
interest. 

Partner — Touche.  Niven.  Halley  &  Smart. 

No  changes  since  February  1, 1957,  filing. 

Reference:  Federal  Register  dated 
February  8,  1957,  22  F.  R.  795. 

Dated:  August  12,  1957. 

Robert.  M.  Trueblood. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-7194;  Piled,  Sept.  3,  1957; 

8:45  a.  m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 

Herman  W.  Bevis* 

statement  of  changes  in  financial 
interests 

Names  of  any  corporations  of  which 
the  appointee  is,  or  within  60  days  pre¬ 
ceding  his  appointment  has  been,  an 
officer  or  director,  or  in  which  the  ap¬ 
pointee  owns,  or  within  60  days  preced¬ 
ing  his  appointment  has  owned,  any 
stocks,  bonds,  or  other  financial  inter¬ 
ests;  any  partnerships  in  which  the  ap¬ 
pointee  is,  or  within  60  days  preceding 
appointment  was,  a  partner,  and  any 
other  businesses  in  which  the  appointee 
owns,  or  within  60  days  preceding  ap¬ 
pointment  has  owned,  any  similar  in¬ 
terest. 

General  Time  Corp. 

Grumman  Aircraft  Engineering  Corp. 

Kaiser  Aluminum  and  Chemical  Corp.* 

K'unan  Aircraft  Corporation  * 

Socony  Mobil  Oil  Company,  Inc. 

W.  L.  Maxson  Co.* 

Reference:  Federal  Register  dated 
February  8,  1957,  22  F.  R.  795. 

Dated:  August  19,  1957. 

Herman  W.  Bevis. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-7192;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1957; 
8:45  a.  m.] 

*  Additions  since  February  1,  1957,  filing. 


Ralph  E.  Cross 

STATEMENT  OF  CHANGES  IN  FINANCIAL 
.  INTERESTS 

Names  of  any  corporations  of  which 
the  appointee  is,  or  within  60  days  pre¬ 
ceding  his  appointment  has  been,  an  of¬ 
ficer  or  director,  or  in  which  the  ap¬ 
pointee  owns,  or  within  60  days  preceding 
his  appointment  has  owned,  any  stocks, 
bonds,  or  other  financial  interests;  any 
partnerships  in  which  the  appointee  is, 
or  within  60  days  preceding  appointment 
was.  a  partner,  and  any  other  businesses 
in  which  the  appointee  owns,  or  within 
60  days  preceding  appointment  has 
owned,  any  similar  interest. 

Adrian  City  School  District. 

BHlicott  Ellington  School  District  No.  1. 
Grosse  Pointe  Public  School.* 

Los  Angeles  City  Sewer.* 

New  York  State  Thruway.* 

St.  Louis  County  Public  Improvement.* 
Utica  Community  School  District  No.  1. 
Wayne  County,  Metropolitan  Water  Sup¬ 
ply.* 

The  Cross  Company.* 

Connecticut  General  Life  Insurance.* 
Continental  Insurance  Co. 

Eastman  Kodak  Co.* 

^Ford  Motor  Co.* 

Gerber  Products  Co.* 

Gillette  Co.* 

International  Business  Machine. 

Lily  Tulip  Cup  Corp.* 

Minnesota  Mining  and  Mfg.  Co.* 

Peerless  Cement  Corp.* 

Standard  Oil — ^Indiana.* 

Standard  Oil — New  Jersey.* 

Trane  Co.* 

Union  Carbide  Corp. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service 

Statement  of  Organization 

MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  the  following  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  Statement  of  Organization 
of  the  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service  (19  F.  R.  8071,  December  8, 

,  1954) ,  as  amended,  are  prescribed: 

1.  The  Class  A  ports  of  entry  of  Dis¬ 
trict  No.  15 — El  Paso,  Tex.,  of  subpara¬ 
graph  (2)  Ports  of  entry  for  aliens  ar~ 
riving  by  vessel  or  by  land  transportation 
of  paragraph  (c)  Suboffices  of  section 
1.51  Field  Service  are  amended  by  delet¬ 
ing  “*Ysleta,  Tex.”. 

2.  The  Class  B  ports  of  entry  of  Dis¬ 
trict  No.  15 — El  Paso,  Tex.,  of  subpara¬ 
graph  (2)  Ports  of  entry  for  aliens  ar¬ 
riving  by  vessel  or  by  land  transportation 
of  paragraph  (c)  Suboffices  of  section 
1.51  Field  Service  are  amended  by  delet¬ 
ing  “Hot  Springs,  Tex.”. 

3.  The  Class  B  ports  of  entry  of  Dis¬ 
trict  No.  22 — Portland,  Maine,  of  sub- 
pararaph  (2)  Ports  of  entry  for  aliens 
arriving  by  vessel  or  by  land  transporta¬ 
tion  of  paragraph  (c)  Suboffices  of  sec¬ 
tion  1.51  Field  Service  are  amended  by 
adding  “Daaquam,  Maine”  in  alpha¬ 
betical  sequence. 

4.  District  No.  10— St.  Paul,  Minn.,  of 
subparagraph  (3)  Ports  of  entry  for 
aliens  arriving  by  aircraft  of  paragraph 
(c)  Suboffices  of  section  1.51  Field  Serv- 
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ice  is  amended  by  addins  the  followins 
international  airport  in  alphabetical  se¬ 
quence:  “Minot,  N.  Dak.,  Port  O’Minot 
Airport”. 

5.  District  No.  30 — ^Helena,  Mont.,  of 
subparagraph  (3)  Ports  of  entry  for 
aliens  arriving  by  aircraft  of  paragraph 
(c)  Suboffices  of  section  1.51  Field  Serv¬ 
ice  is  amended  by  deleting  “Great  Palls, 
Mont.,  Gore  Field”  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  “Great  Palls,  Mont.,  Great  Palls 
International  Airport”. 

Dated:  August  28, 1957. 

J.  M.  Swing, 
Commissioner  of 
Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

[F.  B.  .Doc.  67-7219;  Filed.  Sept.  3,  1967; 

8:49  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Internal  Revenue  Service 

(Order  S  (Revised)] 

District  Dirbctors 

DELEGATION  OF  AUTHORITr  TO  GRANT  AU¬ 
THORIZATIONS  or  AGENTS  UNDER  SECTION 
3504  or  INTERNAL  REVENUE  CODE 

The  authority  to  grant  authorizations 
of  agents  to  perform  all  acts  required 
of  employers  under  chapters  21,  22.  24, 
and  25,  subtitle  C  of  the  Internal  Rev¬ 
enue  Code  of  1954,  is  delegate  to  each 
District  Director  of  Internal  Avenue  to 
be  exercised  in  accordance  with  applica¬ 
ble  regulations  and  procedures. 

The  District  Directors  are  authorized 
to  redelegate  the  authority  to  such  sub¬ 
ordinates  within  their  jurisdiction  as,  in 
their  judgment,  may  be  desirable. 

This  order  supersedes  Commissioner 
Delegation  Order  No.  6,  effective  June  1, 
1955.  (20  F.  R.  4661). 

Issued;  August  22.  1957. 

Effective:  August  22,  1957. 

[seal]  Russell  C.  Harrington, 
Commissioner, 

(F.  R.  Doc.  67-7224;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1957; 
8:60  a.  m.] 

—  -  ■  ■* 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

(1161018] 

California 

REVOKING  DEPARTMENTAL  ORDER  OF  APRIL 
11,  1930,  WHICH  CREATED  RECREATIONAL 
WITHDRAWAL  NO.  35 

August  28,  1957. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  ^cretary  of  the  Interior  by  the  act 
of  June  14, 1926  (44  Stat.  741;  43  U.  S.  C. 
869),  as  amended,  and  pursuant  to  De¬ 
partmental  Order  No.  2583,  section  2.22 
(a)  of  August  16,  1950,  it  is  ordered  as 
follows: 

1.  The  departmental  order  of  April  11, 
1930,  withdrawing  the  public  lands  in 
the  following-described  areas  in  Cali¬ 
fornia  as  Recreational  Withdrawal  No. 
35,  is  hereby  revoked: 

Humboldt  Mebidun 

T.  2  S.,  R.  2  E., 

Sec.  8.  NEV4SEV4. 


Mount  Diablo  Meridian 
T.  32  3..  R.  46  E.. 

Secs.  2,  4.  6,  8,  10.  12,  14.  18,  19.  20.  22. 
24  to  28  inclusive,  and  30  to  36  inclusive. 

San  Bernardino  Meridian 
T.  11  N..  R.  1  W., 

Secs.  2,  3.  4.  6.  7,  8.  10,  11,  12,  and  14; 
Sec.  16.  NEV4: 

Sec.  18. 

T.  12  N.,  R.  1  W.,  •  • 

Secs.  31  and  32;  * 

Sec.  34,  lots  1,  2,  3,  7,  8,  SV^NEV4.  and 
NVaSEy*; 

Sec.  35. 

T.  11  N.,  R.  2  W., 

Secs.  2.  3,  4.  6.  7.  8.  10,  11.  12.  14,  15.  and  18. 
T.  12  N.,  R.  2  W., 

Secs.  31,  32.  34,  and  35. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  ap¬ 
proximately  33.888.73  acres,  of  which  the 
NEy4SEy4,  sec.  8,  T.  2  S.,  R.  2  E.,  H.  M., 
has  been  patented  without  a  reservation 
of  minerals  to  the  United  States. 

2.  The  following-described  lands  are 
included  in  an  application  for  with¬ 
drawal  (Los  Angeles  0107128)  filed  by  the 
Department  of  the  Navy.  With  respect 
to  these  lands  applications  under  the 
public  land  laws  will  be  suspended  in 
accordance  with  43  CPR  295.10  until 
action  on  the  application  for  withdrawal 
has  been  taken: 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian 

T.  32  S.,  R.  46  E., 

Secs.  4.  6.  8,  10,  18,  19.  20.  22,  27,  28,  and  30. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  7,176.04 
acres. 

3.  The  following-described  lands  shall 
not  become  subject  to  the  initiation  of 
any  rights  or  to  any  disposition  imder 
the  public  land  laws  until  it  is  so  pro¬ 
vided  by  an  order  of  classification  to  be 
issued  by  an  authorized  officer  opening 
the  lands  to  application  under  the  Small 
Tract  Act  of  June  1.  1938  (52  Stat.  609; 

U.  S.  C.  682a)  as  amended,  with  a  91-day 
preference  right  period  for  filing  such 
applications  by  veterans  of  World  War 
II.  the  Korean  conflict,  and  other  quali¬ 
fied  persons  entitled  to  preference  under 
the  act  of  September  27,  1944  (58  Stat. 
497;  43  U.  S.  C.  279-284)  as  amended. 

*  Mount  Diablo  Meridian 

T.  32  S.,  R.  46  E., 

Secs.  2,  12,  14.  24,  25,  26,  31,  32,  33,  34,  and 
35. 

San  Bernardino  Meridian 

T.  11  N.,  R.  1  W., 

Secs.  3,  4.  6,  7,  8,  10.  and  14; 

Sec.  15.  NE«^. 

T.  12  N..  R.  1  W., 

Secs.  31  and  32; 

Sec.  34,  lots  1,  2,  3.  7,  8,  S>/2NEV4,  and 
N^/2SEl^; 

Sec.  35,  lots  3,  4.  5,  6,  S»^NW‘4,  and 

N»/2Swy4. 

The  areas  described  aggregate 
13,607.19  acres. 

4.  The  following-described  lands  are 
unreserved  public  lands  of  the  United 
States: 

San  Bernardino  Meridian 

T.  11  N..  R.  1  W., 

Secs.  2,  11,  12.  and  18. 

T.  12  N.,  R.  1  W., 

Sec.  35.  lots  1,  2.  7.  8.  S'^NE'A.  and, 
Ny2SEV4. 


T.  11  N..  R.  2  W., 

Secs.  2.  3.  4.  6.  7,  8.  10.  11,  12.  14,  15. 

and  18. 

T.  12  N.,  R.  2  W.. 

Secs.  31.  32,  34,  and  35. 

The  areas  described  aggregate 
13,065.50  acres. 

5.  The  lands  described  in  paragraph  4 
are  situated  in  the  west-central  portion 
of  the  Mojave  Desert,  San  Bernardino 
Coimty,  about  21  miles  north  of  Barstow, 
California.  Access  to  the  area  may  be 
made  from  Barstow  via  the  Camp  Irwin 
Highway  to  the  Copper  City  road.  The 
lands  lie  in  an  area  that  conforms  to  the 
characteristics  of  what  is  known  as  “high 
desert  country”.  The  topography  varies 
from  rough  mountains,  steep  canyons 
and  ridges  to  fairly  level  lands. 

6.  No  application  for  the  lands  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragraphs  2  and  4  of  this 
order  may  be  allowed  under  the  home¬ 
stead,  desert-land,  or  any  other  non¬ 
mineral  public  land  law  unless  the  lands 
have  already  been  classified  as  valuable 
or  suitable  for  such  type  of  application, 
or  shall  be  so  classified  upon  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  an  application.  Any  appli¬ 
cation  that  is  filed  will  be  considered  on 
its  merits.  The  lands  will  not  be  subject 
to  occupancy  or  disposition  imtil  they 
have  been  classified. 

7.  Subject  to  valid  existing  rights  and 
the  requirements  of  applicable  law,  the 
lands  described  in  paragraphs  2  and  4 
of  this  order  are  hereby  opened  to  flling 
o£  applications,  selections,  and  locations 
in  accordance  with  the  following: 

a.  Applications  and  selections  under 
the  nonmineral  public  land  laws  may  be 
presented  to  the  Manager  mentioned 
below,  beginning  on  the  date  of  this 
order.  Such  applications  and  selections 
will  be  considered  as  filed  on  the  hour 
and  respective  dates  shown  for  the 
various  classes  enumerated  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  paragraphs: 

(1)  Applications  by  persons  having 
prior  existing  valid  settlement  rights, 
preference  rights  conferred  by  existing 
laws,  or  equitable  claims  subject  to  al¬ 
lowance  and  confirmation  will  be  adju¬ 
dicated  on  the  facts  presented  in  support 
of  each  claim  or  right.  All  applications 
presented  by  persons  other  than  those 
referred  to  in  this  paragraph  will  be 
subject  to  the  applications  and  claims 
mentioned  in  this  paragraph. 

(2)  All  valid  applications  under  the 
Homestead  and  Desert  Land  Laws  by 
qualified  veterans  of  World  War  II  or 
of  the  Korean  Conflict,  and  by  others 
entitled  to  preference  rights  under  the 
act  of  September  27,  1944  (58  Stat.  747; 
43  U.  S.  C.  279-284),  as  amended,  pre¬ 
sented  prior  to  10:00  a.  m.,  on  October 
3,  1957,  will  be  considered’ as  simultane¬ 
ously  filed  at  that  hour.  •  Rights  under 
such  preference  right  applications  filed 
after  that  hour  and  before  10:00  a.  m., 
on  January  2,  1958,  will  be  governed  by 
the  time  of  filing: 

(3)  All  valid  applications  and  selec¬ 
tions  under  the  nonmineral  public  land 
laws,  other  than  those  coming  under 
paragraphs  7  a  (1)  and  7  a  (2)  above, 
presented  prior  to  10:00  a.  m.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  2,  1958,  will  be  considered  as  si¬ 
multaneously  filed  at  that  hour.  Rights 
under  such  applications  and  selections 
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filed  after  that  hour  will  be  governed  by 
the  time  of  filing. 

b.  The  lands  will  be  open  to  applica¬ 
tions  and  offers  under  the  mineral¬ 
leasing  laws,  and  to  location  under  the 
United  States  mining  laws  beginning  at 
10:00  a.  m.,  on  January  2,  1958. 

8.  Persons  claiming  veterans  prefer¬ 
ence  rights  must  enclose  with  their  ap¬ 
plications  proper  evidence  of  military  or 
naval  service,  preferably  a  complete 
photostatic  copy  of  the  certificate  of 
honorable  discharge.  Persons  claiming 
preference  rights  based  upon  valid  set¬ 
tlement,  statutory  preference,  or  equi¬ 
table  claims  must  enclose  properly  cor¬ 
roborated  statements  in  support  of  their 
claims.  Detailed  rules  and  regulations 
governing  applications  which  may  be 
filed  pursuant  to  this  notice  can  be 
found  in  Title  43  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations. 

9.  No  application  under  the  Small 
Tract  Act  for  lands  described  in  para¬ 
graph  4  of  this  order  will  be  accepted  (43 
CFR.  1957  Supp.,  257.5). 

Inquiries  concerning  the  lands  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Manager,  Land  Office, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Bartlett 
Building,  215  W.  7th  Street,  Los  Angeles, 
California. 

Earl  J.  Thomas. 

Acting  Director. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  67-7198;  Piled.  Sept  3,  1957; 

8:46  a.  m.] 
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Wisconsin 

NOTICE  OP  FILING  OF  PLATS  OF  SURVEY  AND 

ORDER  PROVIDING  FOR  OPENING  OF  PUBLIC 

LANDS 

August  28, 1957. 

Plats  of  survey  of  the  lands  described 
below,  accepted  April  26  and  May  1, 1957, 
will  be  officially  filed  in  the  Eastern 
States  Land  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Department  of  the  Inte¬ 
rior,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  effective 
10:00  a.  m..  on  October  8,  1957. 

Fourth  Principal  Meridian,  Wisconsin 
T.  43  N.,  R.  5  E., 

Sec.  31,  Lots  8  to  15  Incl.,  177.75  acres; 

Sec.  32.  Lots  5  to  0  incl.,  69.06  acres. 

T.  38  N.,  R.  9  E., 

Sec.  12,  Lot  6,  36.32  acres. 

These  surveys  were  made  as  an  ad¬ 
ministrative  measure  to  identify  certain 
lands  found  to  have  been  omitted  from 
the  original  survey  in  these  townships. 

The  area  surveyed  in  T.  43  N.,  R.  5  E., 
is  low  land,  with  considerable  area  of 
swamp  land.  The  soil  is  a  sandy  loam 
and  muck.  The  timber  species  consists 
of  cedar,  ash,  hemlock,  spruce,  balsam. 
Tamarack,  white  and  Norway  pine.  The 
undergrowth  is  growing  timber,  alder, 
and  some  willow  and  swamp  brush.  The 
improvements  consist  of  a  resort  on  the 
north  shore  of  Circle  Lily  Lake.  An  im¬ 
proved  road  leads  across  the  area  to  the 
resort.  There  are  old  logging  bunk 
houses  in  Secs.  31  and  32  and  an  old 
logging  road  traversing  the  area.  All 
No.  171 - 3 


of  the  lots  surveyed  are  over  50  percent 
swamp  land,  except  Lots  12  and  14, 
Sec.  31. 

In  T.  38  N.,  R.  9  E.,  the  area  surveyed 
Is  mostly  rolling  upland  with  two  small 
areas  of  swamp.  The  soil  is  a  sandy 
and  gravelly  loam,  with  some  stone. 
Most  of  the  timber  was  removed  during 
early  timber  operations.  A  rim  of  timber 
remains  along  the  shore  line  and  species 
consists  of  poplar,  birch,  white  and  Nor¬ 
way  pine,  oak,  elm,  maple  and  hemlock, 
with  some  cedar  in  one  of  the  small 
swamp  areas.  The  improvements  con¬ 
sist  of  the  old  Robbins  store  and  post 
office,  the  old  log  settlement  house,  a 
newer  main  house,  an  old  cabin  and  a 
small  storehouse,  and  the  clearing  and 
road  leading  to  the  houses. 

No  application  may  be  allowed  under 
the  homestead  or  small  tract  or  any 
other  nonmineral  public  land  laws  unless 
the  lands  have  already  been  classified 
as  valuable  or  suitable  for  such  type  of 
application  or  shall  be  so  classified  upon 
consideration  of  an  application.  Any 
application  that  is  filed  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  on  its  merit.  The  lands  will  not 
be  subject  to  occupancy  or  disposition 
until  they  have  been  classified. 

Applications  and  selections  under  non¬ 
mineral  public  land  laws  and  applica¬ 
tions  and  offers  under  the  mineral  leas¬ 
ing  laws  may  be  presented  to  the  Man¬ 
ager,  mentioned  below,  beginning  on  the 
date  of  this  order.  Such  applications, 
selections,  and  offers  will  be  considered 
as  filed  on  the  hour  and  respective  dates 
shown  for  the  various  classes  enumer¬ 
ated  in  the  following  paragraphs: 

1.  Applications  by  persons  having 
prior  existing  valid  settlement  rights, 
preference  rights  conferred  by  existing 
laws,  or  equitable  claims  subject  to 
allowance  and  confirmation  will  be  ad¬ 
judicated  on  the  facts  presented  in 
support  of  each  claim  or  right.  All  ap¬ 
plications  presented  by  persons  other 
than  those  referred  to  in  this  paragraph 
will  be  subject  to  the  applications  and 
claims  mentioned  in  this  paragraph. 

2.  All  valid  applications,  under  the 
Homestead  and  Small  Tract  laws,  by 
qualified  veterans  of  World  War  II  or  of 
the  Korean  Conflict,  and  by  others  en¬ 
titled  to  preference  rights  under  the  act 
of  September  27,  1944  (50  Stat.  747;  43 
U.  S.  C.  274-284,  as  amended) ,  presented 
prior  to  10:00  a.  m.,  on  October  8,  1957, 
will  be  considered  as  simultaneously  filed 
at  that  hour.  Rights  under  such  pref¬ 
erence  right  applications  filed  after  that 
hour  and  before  10:00  a.  m.,  on  January 
7,  1958,  will  be  governed  by  the  time  of 
filing. 

3.  All  valid  applications  and  selections 
under  the  nonmineral  public  land  4a ws, 
other  than  those  coming  under  para¬ 
graph  (1)  and  (2)  above,  and  applica¬ 
tions  and  offers  under  the  mineral 
leasing  laws,  presented  prior  to  10:00 
a.  m.,  on  January  7,  1958,  will  be  con¬ 
sider^  filed  simultaneously  at  that  hour. 
Rights  under  such  applications  and 
selections  filed  after  that  hour  will  be 
governed  by  the  time  of  filing. 

All  inquiries  relating  to  the  lands 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Manager. 
Eastern  States  Land  Office,  Bureau  of 
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Land  Management.  Department  of  the 
Interior,  Washington  25,  D.  C. 

K.  K.  Scholl, 
Manager. 

(P.  R.  Doc.  67-7199;  Piled,  Sept.  3.  1957; 
8:46  a.  m.] 


(76795] 

Louisiana 

NOTICE  OF  FILING  OF  PLAT  OF  SURVEY  AND 
ORDER  PROVIDING  FOR  OPENING  OF  PUBLIC 
LANDS 

August  28,  1957. 

Plat  of  survey  of  the  lands  described 
below,  accepted  April  23,  1957,  will  be 
officially  filed  in  the  Eastern  States  Land 
Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington 
25.  D.  C..  effective  10:00  a.  m.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  8,  1957. 

Louisiana  Meridian,  Louisiana 

T.  15  S..  R.  12  E., 

Sec.  25,  Lot  1, 10.72  acres. 

T.  15  S..  R.  13  E., 

Sec.  30.  Lot  1,  2.62  acres. 

This  plat  represents  the  survey  of  an 
island  between  Flat  Lake,  Lake  Palourde, 
Solar  Pass  and  Pique  Bayou,  which  was 
not  included  in  the  original  surveys  of 
said  townships. 

The  island  mostly  upland  in  charac¬ 
ter,  over  50  percent  reaching  approxi¬ 
mately  4  feet  above  the  surrounding 
water  level.  There  are  some  slough 
troughs  and  a  narrow  strip  of  swamp 
land  along  the  North  and  West  shores. 
The  soil  is  a  black  gumbo.  The  timber 
growth  consists  of  sweet  gum,  black  gum, 
live  oak,  bay,  ash,  cypress,  and  hack- 
berry,  with  palmetto  undergrowth  and 
some  vines.  There  are  no  improvements 
on  the  island.  There  are  no  surface 
indications  of  mineral  deposits;  however, 
there  is  oil  activity  in  the  general  area. 

No  application  may  be  allowed  under 
the  homestead  or  small  tract  or  any 
other  nonmineral  public  land  laws  unless 
the  lands  have  already  been  classified  as 
valuable  or  suitable  for  such  type  of 
application  or  shall  be  so  classified  upon 
consideration  of  an  application.  Any 
application  that  is  filed  will  be  consid¬ 
er^  on  its  merit.  The  lands  will  not  be 
subject  to  occupancy  or  disposition  until 
they  have  been  classified. 

Applications  and  selections  under  non¬ 
mineral  public  land  laws  and  applica¬ 
tions  and  offers  under  the  mineral  leas¬ 
ing  laws  may  be  presented  to  the  Man¬ 
ager,  mentioned  below,  beginning  on  the 
date  of  this  order.  Such  applications, 
selections,  and  offers  will  be  considered 
as  filed  on  the  hour  and  respective  dates 
shown  for  the  various  classes  enumerated 
in  the  following  paragraphs; 

1.  Applications  by  persons  having 
prior  existing  valid  settlement  rights, 
preference  rights  conferred  by  existing 
laws,  or  equitable  claims  subject  to  al¬ 
lowance  and  confirmation  will  be  adjudi¬ 
cated  on  the  facts  presented  in  support 
of  each  claim  or  right.  All  applications 
presented  by  persons  other  than  those 
referred  to  in  this  paragraph  will  be 
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subject  to  the  applications  and  claims 
mentioned  in  this  paragraph. 

2.  All  valid  applications,  under  the 
Homestead  and  Small  Tract  Laws,  by 
qualified  veterans  of  World  War  II  or  of 
the  Korean  Confiict,  and  by  others  en¬ 
titled  to  preference  rights  under  the  Act 
of  September  27,  1944  (58  Stat.  747;  43 
U.  S.  C.  274-284  as  amended),  presented 
prior  to  10  a.  m.,  on  October  8,  1957, 
will  be  considered  as  simultaneously  filed 
at  that  hour.  Rights  imder  such  prefer¬ 
ence  right  applications  filed  after  that 
hour  and  before  10  a.  m.,  on  January 
7,  1958,  will  be  governed  by  the  time  of 
filing. 

3.  All  valid  applications  and  selections 
imder  the  nonmineral  public  land  laws, 
other  than  those  coming  under  para¬ 
graphs  (1)  and  (2)  above,  and  applica¬ 
tions  and  offers  under  the  mineral 
leasing  laws,  presented  prior  to  10  a.  m.. 
on  January  7,  1958,  will  be  considered 
filed  simultaneously  at  that  hour. 
Rights  imder  such  applications  and  se¬ 
lections  filed  after  that  hour  will  be 
governed  by  the  time  of  filing. 

All  inquiries  relating  to  the  lands 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Manager, 
Eastern  States  Land  OfBce,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  Department  of  the 
Interior,  Washington  25,  D.  C. 

H.  K.  Scholl, 
Manager. 

fP.  R.  Doc.  67-7200;  Piled,  Sept.  3,  1957; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


[757001 

Minnesota 

NOTICE  OF  FILING  OF  PLATS  OF  SURVEY  AND 
ORDER  PROVIDING  FOR  OPENING  PUBLIC 
LANDS 

August  28,  1957. 

Plats  of  survey  of  the  lands  described 
below,  accepted  April  23  and  26, 1957,  will 
be  ofiBcially  filed  in  the  Eastern  States 
Land  OfiBce,  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.  C.,  effective  10:00  a.  m.,  on 
October  7,  1957. 

Fifth  Principal  Meridian,  Minnesota 

T.  110  N.,  R.  28  W„ 

Sec,  30,  Lot  1,  11.27  acres; 

Sec.  31,  Lot  4,  5.14  acres. 

T.  110  N.,  R.  29  W., 

Sec.  25,  Lot  2.  5.88  acres. 

T.  139  N.,  R.  26  W., 

Sac.  6,  Lot  6,  0.54  acre. 

T.  139  N.,  R,  27  W„ 

Sec.  1,  Lot  7,  2.94  acres. 

The  plat  of  T.  110  N.,  Rs.  28  and  29  W., 
represents  the  survey  of  Brooks  Island 
in  Swan  Lake.  The  plat  of  T.  139  N.,  Rs. 
26  and  27  W.,  represents  the  survey  of  an 
island  in  Lake  George. 

The  island  in  T.  110  N.,  Rs,  28  and  29 
W.  (Brooks  Island)  is  upland  in  char¬ 
acter.  The  soil  is  a  sandy,  black  loam 
with  some  stone.  The  timber  species 
consists  of  boxelder,  elm,  basswood,  wil¬ 
low,  oak  and  cottonwood.  The  main 
body  of  the  island  in  Secs.  25  and  30  has 


been  cleared  and  farmed.  There  are 
several  buildings  in  Section  25. 

The  portion  of  the  island  in  Sec.  6,  T. 
139  N.,  R.  26  W.,  is  100  percent  swamp 
and  has  no  timber  growth;  it  is  mostly 
open  marsh.  The  soil  is  sandy  muck. 
The  part  of  the  island  in  Sec.  1,  T.  139  N., 
R,  27  W.,  is  reported  more  than  50  per¬ 
cent  upland.  The  soil  is  a  sandy  and 
stony  loam,  with  muck  in  the  swamp. 

No  application  may  be  allowed  under 
the  homestead  or  small  tract  or  any  other 
nonmineral  public  land  laws  unless  the 
lands  have  already  been  classified  as 
valuable  or  suitable  for  such  type  of  ap¬ 
plication  or  shall  be  so  classified  upon 
consideration  of  an  application.  Any 
application  that  is  filed  will  be  considered 
on  its  merit.  The  lands  will  not  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  occupancy  or  disposition  until 
they  have  been  classified. 

Applications  and  selections  under  non¬ 
mineral  public  land  laws  and  applica¬ 
tions  and  offers  under  the  mineral  leasing 
laws  may  be  presented  to  the  Manager, 
mentioned  below,  beginning  on  the  date 
of  this  order.  Such  applications,  selec¬ 
tions,  and  offers  will  be  considered  as 
filed  on  the  hour  and  respective  dates 
shown  for  the  various  classes  enumerated 
in  the  following  paragraphs: 

1.  Applications  by  persons  having  prior 
existing  valid  settlement  rights,  prefer¬ 
ence  rights  conferred  by  existing  laws, 
or  equitable  claims  subject  to  allowance 
and  confirmation  will  be  adjudicated  on 
the  facts  presented  in  support  of  each 
claim  or  right.  All  applications  pre¬ 
sented  by  persons  other  than  those  re¬ 
ferred  to  in  this  paragraph  will  be  subject 
to  the  applications  and  claims  mentioned 
in  this  paragraph. 

2.  All  valid  applications,  under  the 
Homestead  and  Small  Tract  laws,  by 
qualified  veterans  of  World  War  H  or 
of  the  Korean  Confiict,  and  by  others 
entitled  to  preference  rights  under  the 
Act  of  September  27,  1944  (58  Stat.  747; 
43  U.  S.  C.  274-284  as  amended),  pre¬ 
sented  prior  to  10:00  a.  m.,  on  October 
7,  1957,  will  be  considered  as  simultane¬ 
ously  filed  at  that  hour.  Rights  under 
such  preference  right  applications  filed 
after  that  hour  and  before  10:00  a.  m., 
on  January  6,  1958,  will  be  governed  by 
the  time  of  filing. 

3.  All  valid  applications  and  selections 
under  the  nonmineral  public  land  laws, 
other  than  those  coming  under  para¬ 
graph  (1)  and  (2)  above,  and  applica¬ 
tions  and  offers  under  the  mineral  leas¬ 
ing  laws,  presented  prior  to  10:00  a.  m., 
on  January  6,  1958,  will  be  considered 
filed  simultaneously  at  that  hour. 
Rights  under  such  applications  and  se¬ 
lections  filed  after  that  hour  will  be  gov¬ 
ern^  by  the  time  of  filing. 

All  inquiries  relating  to  the  lands 
should  be  addressed  to. the  Manager, 
Eastern  States  Land  Office,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  Department  of  the 
Interior,  Washington  25,  D.  C. 

H.  K.  Scholl, 
Manager. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  67-7201;  Piled,  Sept.  3,  1957; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


[75846] 

Florida 

NOTICE  OF  FILING  OF  PLAT  OF  SURVEY  AND 
ORDER  PROVIDING  FOR  OPENING  OF  PUBUC 
LANDS 

August  28,  1957. 

Plat  of  Survey  of  the  lands  described 
below,  accepted  April  26,  1957,  will  be 
officially  filed  in  the  Eastern  States  Land 
Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  Washington  25, 

D.  C.,  effective  10:00  a.  m.,  on  October  7, 
1957. 

Tallahassee  Meridian,  Florida 

T.  19  S.,  R.  16  E., 

Sec.  25.  Lots  9  and  10. 

Containing  39.67  acres. 

This  plat  represents  the  survey  of 
lands  within  Sec.  25,  east  of  Price  Creek 
not  included  in  the  original  surveys,  as 
shown  by  plats  of  adjacent  surveys  ap¬ 
proved  February  14,  1845,  June  12,  1850 
and  April  30,  1879. 

The  major  portion  of  the  lands  within 
this  survey  are  wet  marshlands  having 
a  heavy  growth  of  needle  and  saw  grass 
thereon.  Areas  of  Price’s  Hammock  are 
of  heavy  limestone  rock  formation, 
rough  and  broken.  The  soil  cover  is  a 
thin  humus  materiaL  A  dense  growth  of 
palms,  oak  and  cedar  and  undergrowth, 
mainly  of  ferns,  grow  upon  the  hammock 
lands.  The  lands  are  over  50  percent 
swamp  and  overflow  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Swamp  Land  Acts. 

No  application  may  be  allowed  under  ' 
the  homestead  or  small  tract  or  any 
other  nonmineral  public  land  laws  unless 
the  lands  have  already  been  classified  as 
valuable  or  suitable  for  such  type  of 
application  or  shall  be  so  classified  upon 
consideration  of  an  application.  Any 
application  that  is  filed  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  on  its  merit.  The  lands  will  not 
be  subject  to  occupancy  or  disposition  • 
until  they  have  been  classified. 

Applications  and  selections  under  non¬ 
mineral  public  land  laws  and  applica¬ 
tions  and  offers  under  the  mineral  leasing 
laws  may  be  presented  to  the  Man¬ 
ager,  mentioned  below,  beginning  on  the 
date  of  this  order.  Such  applications, 
selections,  and  offers  will  be  considered 
as  filed  on  the  hour  and  respective  dates 
shown  for  the  various  classes  enumer¬ 
ated  in  the  following  paragraphs: 

1.  Applications  by  persons  having 
prior  existing  valid  settlement  rights, 
preference  rights  conferred  by  existing 
laws,  or  equitable  claims  subject  to  al¬ 
lowance  and  confirmation  will  be  ad¬ 
judicated  on  the  facts  presented  in 
support  of  each  claim  or  right.  All  ap¬ 
plications  presented  by  persons  other 
than  those  referred  to  in  this  paragraph 
will  be  subject  to  the  applications  and 
claims  mentioned  in  this  paragraph. 

2.  All  valid  applications,  under  the 
Homestead  and  Small  Tract  Laws,  by 
qualified  veterans  of  World  War  11  or  of 
the  Korean  Confiict,  and  by  others  en¬ 
titled  to  preference  rights  under  the  act 
of  September  27,  1944  (58  Stat.  747;  43 
U.  S.  C.  274-284  as  amended) ,  presented 
prior  to  10:00  a.  m.,  on  October  7,  1957, 
will  be  considered  as  simultaneously  filed 
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at  that  hour.  Rights  under  such  prefer¬ 
ence  right  applications  filed  after  that 
hour  and  before  10:00  a.  m.,  on  January 
6,  1958.  will  be  governed  by  the  time  of 
filing. 

3.  All  valid  applications  and  selections 
under  the  nonmineral  public  land  laws, 
other  than  those  coming  under  para¬ 
graphs  (1)  and  (2)  above,  and  applica¬ 
tions  and  offers  under  the  mineral  leasing 
laws,  presented  prior  to  10:00  a.  m.,  on 
January  6,  1958,  will  be  considered  filed 
simultaneously  at  that  hour.  Rights 
under  such  applications  and  selections 
filed  after  that  hour  will  be  governed  by 
the  time  of  filing. 

All  inquiries  relating  to  the  lands 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Manager, 
Eastern  States  Land  OfiQce,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  Department  of  the 
Interior,  Washington  25,  D.  C. 

H.  K.  Scholl, 
Manager. 

(P.  R.  Doc.  57-7202;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1957; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

Area  Conservationists 

DESIGNATION  TO  SERVE  AS  CONTRACTING 

OFFICER  FOR  SECRETARY  OF  AGRICULTURE 

FOR  GREAT  PLAINS  CONSERVATION  PRO¬ 
GRAM 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in 
the  Administrator,  Soil  Conservation 
Service,  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
under  date  of  August  21,  1957  (22  F.  R. . 
6851),  Area  Conservationists  and  Acting 
Area  Conservationists  of  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service  in  the  States  of  Colo¬ 
rado,  Kansas,  Montana,  Nebraska,  New 
Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  South 
Dakota,  Texas,  and  Wyoming,  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  geographical  area  within 
the  boundaries  of  designated  counties 
for  which  they  respectively  are  respon¬ 
sible  are  designated  to  serve  as  contract¬ 
ing  officers  on  behalf  of  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  in  administering  the 
Great  Plains  Conservation  Program  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  act  of  August  7,  1956  (70 
Stat.  1115),  and  the  above  referred  to 
regulations.  ^ 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  26th 
day  of  August  1957. 

[seal]  D.  a.  Williams, 

Administrator, 

Soil  Conservation  Service. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-7218;  Piled,  Sept.  3,  1957; 

8:49  a.  m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Federal  Maritime  Board 

United  States  Lines  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATION 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  United 
States  Lines  Company  seeks  permission 
to  carry  outbound,  for  a  period  of  six 
months,  part  cargoes  of  grain  on  its 
subsidized  vessels  on  Line  B  Service, 
Trade  Route  Nos.  5,  7  and  9,  to  ports  on 
Line  P  Service,  Trade  Route  NoT  8,  to 


satisfy  the  demands  of  shippers  for 
optional  ports  of  discharge. 

Any  person,  firm  or  corporation  having 
any  interest  in  such  application  and  de¬ 
siring  a  hearing  on  issues  pertinent  to 
section  605  (c)  of  the  Merchant  Marine 
Act,  1936,  as  amended,  46  U.  S.  C.  1175, 
should  within  fifteen  (15)  days  from  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  Notice  in 
the  Federal  Register  notify  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  Federal  Maritime  Board,  and  file 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Board. 

If  no  request  for  hearing  and  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  received  within 
the  specified  time,  the  application  will 
be  processed  without  a  hearing. 

Dated:  August  29, 1957. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Board. 

James  L.  Pimper, 
Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-7236;  Piled.  Sept.  3,  1957; 

8:51  a.  m.] 


Frontier  Freight  Forwarders,  Inc.,  and 
Dixie  Forwarding  Co.,  Inc. 

NOTICE  of  agreement  FILED  FOR  APPROVAL 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreement  has  been  filed 
with  the  Board  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15.  Shipping  Act,  1916  (39  Stat. 
733;  46  U.  S.  C.  814) : 

Agreement  No.  8233  between  Frontier 
Freight  Forwarders,  Inc.,  Miami,  Florida, 
and  Dixie  Forwarding  Qo.,  Inc.,  Houston, 
Texas,  is  a  cooperative  working  arrange¬ 
ment  between  the  parties  under  which 
they  will  perform  freight  forwarding 
services  for  each  other. 

Interested  parties  may  Inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Regulation  Office,  Federal  Maritime 
Board,  Washington,  D.  C.,  and  may  sub¬ 
mit,  within  20  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register, 
written  statements  with  reference  to  the 
agreement,  and  their  position  as  to  ap¬ 
proval.  disapproval,  or  modification,  to¬ 
gether  with  request  for  hearing  should 
such  hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  August  29, 1957. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Board. 

James  L.  Pimper, 

Secretary. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  57-7237;  Piled,  Sept.  3,  1957; 

8:52  a.  m.] 


Stone  Forwarding  Co.,  Inc.,  and 
Markley  Export  Corp. 

notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreement  has  been  filed 
with  the  Board  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15,  Shipping  Act.  1916  (39  Stat. 
733;  46  U.  S.  C.814): 

Agreement  No.  8194  between  Stone 
Forwarding  Company,  Inc.,  Houston, 
Texas,  and  Markley  Export  Corporation, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania,  is  a  coopera¬ 


tive  working  arrangement  between  the 
parties  under  which  they  will  perform 
freight  forwarding  services  for  each 
other  in  connection  with  relief  cargo. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Regulation  Office.  Federal  Maritime 
Board,  Washington,  D.  C.,  and  may  sub¬ 
mit,  within  20  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  writ¬ 
ten  statements  with  reference  to  the 
agreement,  and  their  position  as  to  ap¬ 
proval,  disapproval,  or  modification,  to¬ 
gether  with  request  for  hearing  should 
such  hearing  be  desired. 

'  Dated;  August  29, 1957. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Board. 

James  L.  Pimper, 

'  Secretary. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  57-7238;  Plied,  Sept.  3,  1957; 

8:52  a.  m.] 


American  President  Lines  et  al. 


NOTICE  OF  AGREEMENT  FILED  FOR  APPROVAL 


Notice  is  hereby  ^iven  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreement  has  been  filed 
with  the  Board  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act.  1916  (39 
Stat.  733,  46  U.  S.  C.  814) : 

Agreement  No.  8390,  between  Ameri¬ 
can  President  Lines,  Daido  Kaiun  Kai- 
sha.  Ltd.,  The  East  Asiatic  Company. 
Ltd.,  et  al.,  provides  for  the  creation  of 
a  conference,  to  be  known  as  the  Carib¬ 
bean/Pacific  Northbound  Freight  Con¬ 
ference,  for  the  establishment,  regula¬ 
tion  and  maintenance  of  agreed  rates, 
charges  and  practices  for  or  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  transportation  of  cargo  in 
the  trade  from  Cuba.  Jamaica,  Haiti, 
Dominican  Republic,  Trinidad,  Wind¬ 
ward  and  Leeward  Islands,  Barbados, 
French  and  British  Guianas,  Surinam, 
French  West  Indies,  Venezuela  and 
Netherlands  Antilles  to  Pacific  Coast 
ports  of  the  United  States  and  Canada. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Regulation  Office,  Federal  Maritime 
Board,  Washington,  D.  C.,  and  may  sub¬ 
mit,  within  20  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  writ¬ 
ten  statements  with  reference  to  the 
agreement  and  their  position  as  to  ap¬ 
proval,  disapproval,  or  modification,  to¬ 
gether  with  request  for  hearing  should 
such  hearing  be  desired. 


•  Dated:  August  29,  1957. 


By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Board. 


James  L.  Pimper, 
Secretary. 


IP.  R.  Doc.  57-7239;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1957; 
8:52  a.  m.] 


Mississippi  Shipping  Co.  and  Water¬ 
man  Steamship  Corp. 

notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  decribed  agreement  has  been  filed 
with  the  Board  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916  (39 
Stat.  733, 46  U.  S.  C.  814) : 
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Agreement  No.  8242,  between  Missis¬ 
sippi  Shipping  Company,  Inc.,  and 
Waterman  Steamship  Corporation, 
covers  the  transportation  of  cargo  under 
through  bills  of  lading  from  ports  in 
West  Africa  to  Puerto  Rico,  with  tran¬ 
shipment  at  New  Orleans,  La.,  or  Mobile, 
Alabama. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Regulation  Office,  Federal  Maritime 
Board,  Washington,  D.  C.,  and  may  sub¬ 
mit,  within  20  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  writ¬ 
ten  statements  with  reference  to  the 
agreement  and  their  position  as  to  ap¬ 
proval,  disapproval,  or  modification,  to¬ 
gether  with  request  for  hearing  should 
such  hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  August  29, 1957. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Board. 

James  L.  Pimper, 
Secretary. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  57-7240;  PUed,  Sept.  3,  1957; 

8:52  a.  m.] 


Lloyd  Brasileiro  (Patrimonio 
Nacional)  et  al. 

NOTICE  OF  AGREEMENT  FILED  FOR  APPROVAL 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreement  has  been  filed 
with  the  Board  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipi^ng  Act,  1916  (39 
Stat.  733, 46  U.  S.T:.  814) : 

Agreement  No.  8205-1,  between  Lloyd 
Brasileiro  (Patrimonio  Nacional)  and 
Cia.  Argentina  de  Navegacion  Dodero, 
S.  A.,  Dampskibsselskapet  Torm,  Flota 
Mercante  del  Estado,  Mississippi  Ship¬ 
ping  Company,  Inc.,  Moore-McCormack 
lines,  Inc.,  The  Northern  Pan- 
America  Line,  A/S,  and  the  parties 
comprising  the  Brodin  Line,  Holland 
Interamerica  line,  Ivaran  Lines  and  the 
Norton  Line  joint  services,  all  members 
of  the  Brazil/United  States-Canada 
Freight  Conference  (No.  5450) ,  modifies 
Agreement  No.  8205,  covering  an  ar¬ 
rangement  for  the  stabilization  of  rates 
on  coffee  from  Brazil  to  U.  S.  Atlantic 
and  Gulf  and  Eastern  Canadian  ports, 
to  include  a  clause  providing  that  any 
other  steamship  company  holding  mem¬ 
bership  in  said  freight  conference  (No. 
5450)  may  become  a  participant  in 
Agreement  No.  8205  by  signing  a  counter¬ 
part  thereof. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Regulation  Office,  Federal  Maritime 
Board,  Washington,  D.  C.,  and  may  sub¬ 
mit,  within  20  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  writ¬ 
ten  statements  with  reference  to  the 
agreement  and  their  position  as  to  ap¬ 
proval,  disapproval,  or  modification,  to¬ 
gether  with  request  for  hearing  should 
such  hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  August  29,  1957. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Board. 

James  L.  Pimper, 
Secretary. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  57-7241;  Piled,  Sept.  3,  1957; 

8:52  a.  m.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

IDocketNos.  10984, 11873;  PCC  57M-8021 

RCA  COMBJUNICATIONS,  iNC.,  AND  WESTERN 
Union  Telegraph  Co. 

ORDER  continuing  HEARING 

In  the  matter  of  RCA  Commimications, 
Inc.  v.  The  Western  Union  Telegraph 
Company,  Docket  No.  10984;  lawfulness 
of  certain  actions  of  defendant  with  re¬ 
spect  to  handling  of  certain  traffic  orig¬ 
inating  in  Canada  and  destined  to  points 
in  Asia  and  Oceania ;  and  RCA  Commun¬ 
ications,  Inc.  V.  The  Western  Union  Tele¬ 
graph  Company,  Docket  No.  11873;  com¬ 
plaint  for  money  damages. 

The  Acting  Chief  Hearing  Examiner, 
in  the  absence  of  the  hearing  examiner 
designated  to  preside  in  the  above-en¬ 
titled  proceeding,  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  the  “Motion  to  Postpone  Hear¬ 
ing”  filed  by  RCA  Communications,  Inc., 
complainant  herein,  on  August  19,  1957 ; 

It  appearing  that  RCA  Communica¬ 
tions,  Inc.  has  also  filed  a  “Motion  to 
Dismiss  and  Terminate  Proceeding”, 
which  pleading  is  now  pending  before 
the  Commission; 

It  further  appearing  that  good  and 
sufficient  reason  exists  why  said  motion 
herein  should  be  granted  and  there  is  no 
opposition  thereto; 

It  is  ordered.  This  23d  day  of  August 
1957,  that  the  Motion  to  postpone  hear¬ 
ing  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  granted,  and 
that  the  hearing  now  scheduled  to  com¬ 
mence  on  September  3,  1957,  is  con¬ 
tinued  without  date. 

Released:  August  23,  1957. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Evelyn  F.  Eppley, 

Acting  Secretary. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  57-7230;  Plied,  Sept.  3,  1957; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  12142;  PCC  57-942] 

North  American  Broadcasting  Co. 

(WMNI) 

MEMORANDUM  OPINION  AND  ORDER  DESIG¬ 
NATING  APPLICATION  FOR  HEARING  ON 
STATED  ISSUES 

In  re  application  of  North  American 
Broadcasting  Company  (WMNI),  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio,  Docket  No.  12142,  File  No, 
BP-10937;  for  construction  permit. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  a  “Protest  And  Petition 
For  Reconsideration”  filed  on  July  29, 
1957,  rursuant  to  sections  309  (c)  and 
405  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended,  by  Purdue  University, 
licensee  of  standard  broadcast  Station 
WBAA,  Lafayette,  Indiana  (hereinafter 
sometimes  also  referred  to  as  WBAA), 
and  directed  against  the  Commission’s 
action  of  Jime  27,  1957  in  granting  with¬ 
out  hearing  the  above-captioned  appli¬ 
cation  of  North  American  Broadcasting 
Company  (hereinafter  sometimes  also 


referred  to  as  WMNI*)  for  a  construc¬ 
tion  permit  for  a  new  standard  broad¬ 
cast  station  at  Columbus,  Ohio  to  oper¬ 
ate  on  920  kilocycles  with  a  power  of  500 
watts,  unlimited  time,  utilizing  a  direc¬ 
tional.  antenna.  File  No.  BP-10937 ;  an 
opposition  thereto  filed  on  August  7, 1957, 
by  WMNI;  and  a  reply  to  opposition  filed 
on  August  14,  1957  by  WBAA.* 

2.  Prior  to  the  Commission’s  grant  of 
the  instant  WMNI  application.  WBAA 
had  requested  (in  a  petition  filed  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  6,  1957)  that  said  application  be 
set  for  hearing  on  the  grounds  that  the 
proposed  operation  would  cause  inter¬ 
ference  to  Station  WBAA  in  an  area 
beyond  its  normally  protected  contour 
for  which  WBAA  claims  special  protec¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  §  3.182 
(c)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules.  On 
June  27,  1957,  the  Commission  granted 
the  instant  application  and,  in  a  letter 
of  the  same  date,  dismissed  WBAA’s 
petition  of  February  6,  1957  because  of 
WBAA’s  failure  to  make  the  requisite 
showing  under  §  3.182  (c)  of  the  rules 
that  primary  service  to  approximately 
90  percent  of  the  population  in  the  al¬ 
leged  WBAA  interference  area  is  not 
supplied  by  any  other  station  or  stations 
carrying  the  same  general  program 
service.  It  is  against  the  Commission’s 
action  in  granting  the  WMNI  application 
that  the  subject  protest  and  petition  for 
reconsideration  is  directed.  WBAA  re¬ 
quests  that  we  set  aside  or  reconsider 
our  grant;  designate  the  WMNI  appli¬ 
cation  for  hearing  on  specified  issues; 
name  WBAA  as  a  party  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing;  and  postpone  the  effective  date  of 
the  grant  to  the  effective  date  of  the 
Commission’s  final  decision  following  the 
hearing  on  the  application. 

3.  Station  WBAA  operates  on  a  fre¬ 
quency  of  920  kilocycles  at  Lafayette, 
Indiana  with  a  power  of  5  kilowatts  day, 
1  kilowatt  night,  using  a  directional 
antenna  at  night.  Station  WBAA  is 
operated  by  Purdue  University  on  a  non¬ 
commercial  educational  basis.  WBAA 
claims  that  it  is  a  “party  in  interest” 
and  “person  aggrieved  or  whose  inter¬ 
ests  are  adversely  affected”  within  the 
meaning  of  sections  309  (c)  and  405  of 
the  act,  respectively,  and  thus  has  stand¬ 
ing  to  file  its  “Protest  and  Petition  For 
Reconsideration.”  WBAA  bases  this 
claim  on  the  gA)unds  that  the  proposed 
operation  of  WMNI  would  cause  objec¬ 
tionable  interference  to  the  service  of 
Station  WBAA  in  an  extensive  area  in 
northeastern  Indiana,  an  area  which, 
although  outside  of  WBAA’s  0.5  mv/m 
or  normally  protected  contour,  presently 
receives  a  primary  interference-free 
service  from  WBAA  and  as  such  “should 


*The  call  letters  WMVW  were  assigned  to 
this  station  originally.  On  August  8,  1957 
the  call  letters  were  changed  to  WMNI. 

*Also  on  August  14,  1957  WBAA  tendered 
a  “Further  Statement  •  *  •”  In  support  of 
its  protest  and  petition  for  reconsideration. 
WMNI  tendered  on  August  20,  1957  a  motion 
to  strike  said  statement  on  the  ground  that 
it  introduces  new  factual  allegations  after 
the  30  day  statutory  period  prescribed  by 
sections  309  (c)  and  405  of  the  act.  These 
pleadings  are  discussed  further  in  para¬ 
graphs  16,  17  and  18,  infra.  WBAA,  on 
August  26,  1957,  filed  a  reply  to  WMNI’s 
motion  to  strike. 
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te  protected  from  interference  under  the 
so-called  ‘individual  merit'  standard  of 
§  3.182  (c)  of  the  Commission’s  rules.’* 
This  section  provides: 

When  It  Is  shown  that  primary  service  Is 
rendered  by  any  station,  beyond  the  normally 
protected  contour,  and  when  primary  serv¬ 
ice  to  approximately  90  percent  of  the  popu¬ 
lation  (population  served  with  adequate 
signal)  of  the  area  between  the  normally 
protected  contour  and  the  contour  to  which 
such  station  actually  serves.  Is  not -supplied 
by  any  other  station  or  stations  carrying 
the  same  general  program  service,  the  con¬ 
tour  to  which  protection  may  be  afforded  in 
such  cases  will  be  determined  from  the  in¬ 
dividual  merits  of  the  case  under  consider¬ 
ation. 

4.  In  a  supporting  engineering  affi¬ 
davit,  WBAA  claims  that  it  provides  an 
interference-free  service  in  all  directions 
beyond  its  0.5  mv/m  contour  and  that 
in  “certain  directions  is  interference-free 
to  the  0.1  mv/m  contour  from  objection¬ 
able  fading,  atmospheric  and  man-made 
noise  and  objectionable  interference 
from  co-channel  and  adjacent  channel 
stations.”  In  all,  WBAA  alleges  that  it 
presently  provides  an  interference-free 
broadcast  service  to  a  total  of  1,426,731 
persons  residing  in  an  area  of  28,100 
square  miles,  and  that  the  population 
and  area  between  the  interference-free 
and  0.5  mv/m  contour  amounts  to  577,579 
persons  residing  in  an  area  of  12,200 
sq^re  miles.  The  area  to  which  WBAA 
claims  it  provides  the  most  extensive 
service  beyond  its  0.5  mv/m  contour  is 
to  the  northeast  of  Lafayette,  Indiana, 
including  a  substantial  portion  of  the 
eastern  part  of  the  State  of  Indiana. 
Finally,  WBAA  claims  that  the  opera¬ 
tion  proposed  by  WMNI  would  cause 
objectionable  interference  within 
WBAA’s  presently  interference-free 
service  area  in  that  part  of  the  state, 
an  area  encompassing  225,184  persons 
and  4630  square  miles,  constituting  39 
percent  of  the  total  population  served 
by  WBAA  beyond  its  0.5  mv/m  contour 
and  37.9  percent  of  the  total  area  to 
which  it  renders  primary  service  beyond 
this  contour.* 

5.  In  addition,  WBAA  states  that 
while  some  90  other  standard  broadcast 
stations  render  service  to  varying  por¬ 
tions  of  WBAA’s  interference-free  serv¬ 
ice  area  beyond  its  0.5  mv/m  contour, 
none  of  these  stations  provides  the  same 
general  program  service  as  WBAA’s; 
that  its  program  schedule  is  different  in 
material  respects  from  any  other  exist¬ 
ing  broadcast  service  available  to  the 
citizens  of  Indiana,  Ohio,  and  Illinois 
who  can  hear  the  WBAA  signal;  that 
uniqueness  of  programming  stems  both 
from  the  overall  difference  between  the 
type  of  broadcast  service  rendered  by 
WBAA  (L  e.,  non-commercial  educa¬ 
tional)  as  contrasted  with  the  standard 
commercial  broadcast  service  rendered 
by  other  stations  in  the  area  and  from 
the  fact  that  WBAA  broadcasts  a  large 
number  of  specific  programs  and  series 
of  programs  which  are  not  carried  by 


•  Cities  and  towns  with  populations  of  over 
2500  receiving  a  signal  of  less  than  2  mv/m 
have  not  been  included  in  the  population 
figures  set  forth  in  paragraph  4. 


any  other  station  serving  the  area 
involved.* 

6.  At  the  time  of  its  last  application 
for  renewal  of  license,  filed  on  June  6, 
1955,  WBAA  proposed  to  devote  the  fol¬ 
lowing  percentages  of  time  to  the  follow¬ 


ing  categories  of  programs: 

Percent 

Religious  and  Home  Economics.......  4. 17 

Entertainment _ 17.  09 

Agricultural _ 13.79 

Educational _ 12.  87 

News _ 17.04 

Discussion _ _  1. 91 

Talks . 1.  56 

Classical  lifusic _ 31.  57 


7.  WBAA  cites  the  following  programs 
as  characteristic  of  its  “unique  program 
service” : 

School  of  the  Air”.  Each  week  WBAA 
presents  some  15  different  school  pro¬ 
grams  especially  fitted  to  fill  the  class¬ 
room  needs  of  local  Indiana  elementary 
and  secondary  schools.  The  educational 
scope  of  these  broadcasts  cover  such  'sub¬ 
jects  as  Indiana  folklore.  Indiana  music, 
Indiana  history,  U.  S.  history,  biology, 
current  events,  etc.  Over  200,000  pupils 
have  been  enrolled  for  these  broadcasts 
in  the  1955-56  school  year,  and  during 
the  last  2  years  “School  of  the  Air”  has 
contacted  about  1,000,000  students  in 
nearly  2,000  Indiana  Schools. 

“Listener’s  Classroom’’.  Each  semes¬ 
ter  WBAA  broadcasts  selected  courses  of 
regularly  scheduled  Purdue  University 
classes  as  part  of  its  adult  education 
program.* 

“NAEB  Tape  Network”.  Each  aca¬ 
demic  year  the  Purdue  Department  of 
Modern  Languages  presents  daily  a  15 
minute  program  in  language  instruc¬ 
tions,  supplemented  by  a  15  minute  pro¬ 
gram  of  background  material  on  how 
people  live  in  the  continental  country 
which  is  studied.  Select  programs  of 
this  series  are  taped  and  aired  b>  more 
than  50  member  stations  of  the  National 
Association  of  Educational  Broadcasters 
Tape  Network. 

“Festivals”.  Each  year  WBAA  carries 
various  festivals  in  the  area  of  symphony, 
drama,  books,  opera,  i.  e..  Metropolitan 
Opera  and  Interlocken  Music  Festival. 

“Farm  Service”.  WBAA  originates 
programs  at  the  Indiana  State  Fair,  the 
annual  Remington  Soybean  Show,  the 
Summer  and  Winter  Agricultural  Con¬ 
ferences  at  Purdue,  and  in  addition,  mar¬ 
ket  reports  (USDA)  of  special  interest  to 
Indiana  farmers  are  aired  six  times  daily. 

“Sports  Events”.  Only  WBAA  broad¬ 
casts  the  major  sports  events  of  Purdue 
University — including  all  at  home  and 
away  football  and  basketball  games. 

8.  WBAA  submits  that  an  analysis  of 
the  program  services  provided  by  the 


*  In  Its  engineering  affidavit  WBAA  Indi¬ 
cates  that  only  two  non-commercial  edu¬ 
cational  stations  serve  the  interference-free 
area  of  WBAA,  namely,  WMBl,  operated  by 
the  Moody  Bible  Institute  in  Chicago,  and 
WILL,  operated  by  the  Board  of  Trustees  of 
the  University  of  Illinois  at  Urbana,  Illinois; 
that  WMBI  serves  13.0  percent  of  the  area 
lying  between  the  WBAA  0.5  mv/m  and  the 
WBAA  interference-free  contour;  and  that 
WILL  serves  36.5  percent  of  the  same  area 
and  completely  overlaps  the  area  served  by 
WMBI. 
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other  90  stations  which  serve  portions 
of  WBAA’s  primary  service  area  beyond 
its  0.5  mv/m  contour— on  the  basis  of 
the  information  contained  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  license  files  of  the  station  and 
actual  knowledge  of  and  familiarity  with  * 
these  programs — ^reveals  no  instance  in 
which  any  such  station  provides  the 
same  general  program  service  as  WBAA; 
that  the  uniqueness  of  WBAA’s  service 
stems  not  only  from  the  fact  that  it 
regularly  broadcasts  numerous  programs 
not  carried  by  any  other  stations  in  its 
area,  but  also  from  the  fact  that,  viewed 
as  a  whole,  no  other  existing  broadcast 
station  available  to  WBAA’s  listeners 
provides  the  same  general  service,  day- 
in  and  day-out,  on  a  regular  basis. 
WBAA  admits  that  a  number  of  the 
commercial  stations  serving  portions  of 
WBAA’s  primary  service  area  beyond  its 
0.5  mv/m  contour  do  carry,  in  varying 
amounts,  programs  which  under  Com¬ 
mission  definitions  could  be  classified  as 
educational,  agricultural,  or  religious, 
but  claims  that  aside  from  the  technical 
classification,  these  programs  (except  in 
isolated  instances)  are  not  comparable 
either  in  form  or  in  content  to  the  pro¬ 
grams  carried  by  WBAA.* 

9.  On  the  basis  of  the  matters  set 
forth  in  Paragraphs  6  to  9,  supra,  WBAA 
contends  that  it  has  made  the  requisite 
showing  that  its  program  service  is 
unique  though  it  admits  that  “under  the 
provisions  of  §  3.182  (c)  of  the  rules  the 
mere  fact  that  a  station’s  program  serv¬ 
ice  is  shown  [or  claimed]  to  be  unique 
does  not  *  •  •  automatically  confer 
upon  the  station  the  right  to  protection 
from  objectionable  interference  beyond 
its  0.5  mv/m  contour.”  WBAA  contends 
further  that  “in  any  such  case  the  Com¬ 
mission  must  determine  at  a  hearing 
whether  or  not  the  unique  program  serv¬ 
ice  is  of  sufficient  value  as  to  entitle  the 
station  to  the  additional  protection  con¬ 
templated  by  §  3.182  (c) .” 

10.  In  its  opposition,  filed  on  August  7, 
1957,  WMNI  contends,  in  substance,  ttiat 
WBAA  has  no  standing  to  file  its  subject 
pleading  for  the  following  reasons: 
“WBAA  provides  service  to  only  46.4  per¬ 
cent  of  the  population  residing  between 
the  normally  protected  0.5  mv/m  contour 
and  the  present  interference-free  con¬ 
tour,  and  not  90  percent  as  required 
under  §3.182  (c)”;  the  provisions  of 
§3.182  (c),  by  the  “Commission’s  own 
conclusions  (FCC  Report  #2969,  Public 


‘Paragraph  2  of  WMNI’s  reply  of  March 
11,  1957,  to  WBAA's  Petition  To  Designate 
Application  For  Hearing  reads  In  part: 
‘‘[WMNI)  directs  the  Commission’s  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  attached  program  schedules  of 
radio  stations  WOWO,  WKJG,  and  WGL  of 
Port  Wayne,  Indiana,  and  WJR  of  Detroit, 
Michigan,  and  suggests  that  there  are  any 
number  of  programs  of  an  educational,  agri¬ 
cultural,  musical,  and  general  service  nature 
provided  to  the  general  public  In  the  area 
of  northeastern  Indiana,  southern  Michigan, 
and  northwestern  Ohio,  some  identical  to 
those  carried  by  WBAA,  1.  e.,  WKJG  and 
WGL  carrying  the  Purdue  School  of  the  Air 
15  minutes  daily  Monday  thru  Friday;  and 
WKJG,  WGL  and  WJR  broadcast  farm  news 
dally;  and  WKJG,  WGL.  and  WJR  weekly 
devote  hourly  programming  to  the  Boston 
S3rmphony  Orchestra,  the  Metropolitan 
Opera,  and  Symphony  Hall,  respectively.” 
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NoUce  40177,  Jan.  3,  1957,  Docket  No. 
11896,  Proposed  Rule  Making  to  delete 
said  section)  *are  too  vague  and  in* 
definite',  'give  rise  to  much  uncertainty’, 
‘provide  no  criteria’,  and  ‘the  public  in¬ 
terest  would  be  served  by  their  deletion’ ", 
and  “to  grant  protestant’s  claims  under 
rules  which  are  so  defective  would  be  a 
deprivation  of  due  process  of  law  imder 
the  Fifth  Amendment  to  the  Constitution 
of  the  Uinted  States’’;  and  protestant 
has  not  alleged  or  shown  economic  injury 
or  interference  within  its  normally  pro¬ 
tected  0 : 5  mv/m  contour.  WMNI  further 
contends  that  “the  protestant  has  re¬ 
fused  even  to  make  an  attempt  to  comply 
with  the  C(xnmission’s  instructions  and 
normal  requirements  on  the  type  of 
proof  a  protestant  should  submit  to  make 
a  prima  facie  case’’;  that  “the  instant 
protest  does  not  contain  the  proffer  of 
one  iota  of  proof  that  WBAA’s  program 
service  is  unique  in  character’’;  that  “if 
the  Commission  should  find  that  this 
matter  warrants  further  proceedings, 
oral  argument  is  the  most  that  it  should 
grant  in  this  case”;  and  that  “the  Com¬ 
mission  should  find  that  the  public  in¬ 
terest  would  be  served  by  not  staying  the 
effective  date  of  the  grant’’,  because  the 
public  will  receive  a  new  radio  service  by 
WMNI  and  there  is  little  likelihood  that 
the  grant  will  ultimately  have  to  be  set 
aside. 

11.  In  its  reply  to  opposition,  WBAA 
contends,  in  substance,  that  cities  with 
more  than  2500  persons  are  to  be  ex¬ 
cluded  from  the  population  count  in  the 
interference-free  area  under  §  3.182  (c) ; 
that  until,  or  unless,  §  3.182  (c)  is 
amended  by  pending  rule-making  pro¬ 
ceedings,  it  is  controlling;  that  WBAA  is 
entitled  to  an  evidentiary  hearing  on  the 
threshhold  question  of  whether  it  is  a 
party  in  interest;  that  oral  argument  is 
insufficient;  and  that  a  stay  of  the  WMNI 
grant  is  necessary. 

12.  WBAA’s  claim  as  a  “party  in  inter¬ 
est’’  rests  on  whether  it  is  entitled  to  pro¬ 
tection  beyond  its  0.5  mv/m  normally 
protected  contour  under  the  “individual 
merit’’  provision  of  §  3.182  (c)  of  our 
rules.  In  its  attempt  to  show  that  it  is 
entitled  to  such  prot^tion  on  the  ground 
that  its  program  service  is  unique,  WBAA 
has  merely  described  some  of  its  pro¬ 
grams.  (See  paragraphs  6  to  8,  supra.) 
We  considered  WBAA’s  contention  that 
its  programming  service  is  unique  when 
we  dismissed  WBAA’s  petition  to  des¬ 
ignate  the  instant  application  for  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  grounds  that  WBAA  had  failed 
to  make  the  requisite  showing  under 
§  3.182  (c)  of  our  rules  because  it  had, 

.  inter  alia,  “submitted  no  analysis  of  the 
number  of  other  stations  which  also  pro¬ 
vide  primary  service  to  the  same  general 
area  served  by  WBAA;  no  analysis  of  the 
number  of  such  stations  which  provide 
primary  service  to  approximately  90  per¬ 
cent  of  the  population  of  the  area  in 
question;  no  analysis  of  the  individual 
programs  of  other  stations  and  no  break¬ 
down  of  their  daily  or  weekly  operating 
schedule  either  by  methods  prescribed  in 
the  Commission’s  application  forms  or 
by  any  other  method;  and  no  analysis  of 
the  individual  programs  of  each  of  the 
other  pertinent  stations  in  comparison 
with  the  programs  of  WBAA  which  are 


claimed  to  be  unique."*  Although 
WBAA  did  attach  an  engineering  exhibit 
to  its  instant  pleading  in  which  it  is 
shown  that  there  are  90  other  standard 
broadcast  stations  rendering  service  to 
some  portion  of  the  interference  area  in 
question,  WBAA  has  made  no  attempt  to 
make  a  comparison  of  the  individual  pro¬ 
grams  of  WBAA  and  the  other  stations 
which  provide  service  to  the  area  under 
consideration  We  believe  it  is  insuffi¬ 
cient  to  say  that  certain  programs  are 
entirely  different  (unique)  from  what 
any  other  station  broadcasts  without 
showing  what  the  other  stations  broad¬ 
cast.  It  is  not  enough  for  WBAA  to 
describe  certain  of  it^s  programs  which 
are  broadcast  at  various  times  through¬ 
out  the  year  and  claim  that  no  other 
station  provides  a  similar  general  pro¬ 
gram  service.  A  further  showing  is 
necessary  as  to  the  individual  programs 
and  the  daily  operating  schedules  of 
other  stations,  providing  primary  service 
to  at  least  90  percent  of  the  population 
of  the  area  in  question,  to  permit  a 
determination  as  to  what  the  general 
program  service  of  each  of  these  stations 
is,  and  wherein  WBAA’s  individual  pro¬ 
grams  are  unique  to  make  its  general 
program  service  different  therefrom. 
WBAA  has  failed  to  make  such  a  show¬ 
ing.  In  re  Application  of  Mid-State 
Broadcasting  Company,  5  Pike  and 
Fischer  RR  250  (1949) ,  In  re  Application 
of  Prairie  Broadcasting  (3ompany 
(WPRE) ,  14  Pike  and  Fischer  RR  520  (g) 
(1956).  The  burden  of  making  a  prima 
facie  showing  that  a  station  is  entitled  to 
protection  beyond  its  normally  protect¬ 
ed  contour  under  the  individual  merit 
standard  of  §  3.182  (c)  clearly  falls  upon 
the  protestant.  In  re  Application  of 
Cole  E.  Wylie,  6  Pike  and  Fischer  RR 
758,  764  (1950) ;  and  In  re  Application  of 
Manitowoc  Broadcasting  Co.,  6  Pike  and 
Fischer  RR  1048,  1052  (1950).  There¬ 
fore,  since  we  cannot  determine  the 
nature  of  the  other  program  service  to 
the  area  involved  because  WBAA  has 
submitted  “no  analysis  of  the  individual 
programs  of  each  of  the  other  pertinent 
stations  in  comparison  with  the  pro¬ 
grams  of  WBAA  which  are  claimed  to 
be  unique,’’  we  cannot  find,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  that  protestant  is  a  party  in 
interest.  However,  we  think  the  allega¬ 
tions  contained  in  the  protest  are  suffi¬ 
cient  to  warrant  the  matter  being  set  for 
hearing  on  the  issues  specified  by  the 
protestant,  the  first  of  which,  in  effect, 
will  place  in  issue,  at  this  hearing,  the 
basic  question  upon  which  the  pro¬ 
testant’s  standing  or  lack  of  standing 
must  rest.  However,  the  Commission  is 
not  adopting  said  issues;  and,  therefore, 
the  burden  of  proceeding  with  the  intro¬ 
duction  of  evidence  and  the  burden  of 
proof  on  each  issue  shall  be  on  WBAA. 
Furthermore,  we  are  adding  two  issues, 
one  of  which  is  to  determine  whether  or 
not  WBAA  is  a  party  in  interest  within 
the  meaning  of  sections  309  (c)  and  405 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 

13.  The  protestant  has  requested  that 
the  effective  date  of  the  grant  be  post- 


*  Commission’s  letter  of  June  27,  1957  to 
WBAA,  Paragraph  2,  supra. 


poned  pending  the  conclusion  of  a  full 
evidentiary  hearing  and  the  issuance  of 
a  final  decision.  Section  309  (c)  pro¬ 
vides,  in  pertinent  part,  that  “the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  the  Commission’s  action 
•  *  •  shall  be  postponed  to  tha  effective 
date  of  the  Commission’s  decision  after 
hearing,  imless  *  •  •  the  Commission 
affirmatively  finds  for  reasons  set  forth 
in  the  decision  that  the  public  interest 
requires  that  the  grant  remain  in  effect, 
in  which  event  the  Commission  shall 
authorize  the  applicant  to  utilize  the 
facilities  or  authorization  in  question 
pending  the  Commission’s  decision  after 
hearing.’’ 

14.  WMNI  contends  that  public  inter¬ 
est  considerations  require  that  WMNI’s 
grant  remain  in  effect  because,  permit¬ 
ting  WMNI  to  proceed,  would  give  the 
public  a  much  needed  new  broadcast 
service  in  the  Columbus,  Ohio  area,  while 
to  protect  channels  in  the  manner  re¬ 
quested  by  protestant  would,  in  effect, 
deny  service  to  804,821  persons  (1950 
U.  S.  Census)  in  WMNI’s  proposed  0.5 
mv/m  area. 

15.  In  considering  the  need  for  the 
new  service  in  question,  we  find  that 
there  are  five  other  standard  broadcast 
stations  operating  in  the  city  of  Colum¬ 
bus,  and  that  at  least  two  other  stations 
place  a  2  mv/m  signal  over  the  city.’ 
Therefore,  we  cannot  make  an  affirma¬ 
tive  finding  that  the  public  interest  re¬ 
quires  that  this  grant  remain  in  effect. 
Accordingly,  the  effective  date  of  the 
Commission’s  action  here  in  question 
will  be  postponed  to  the  effective  date  of 
the  Commission’s  decision  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  hereinafter  ordered. 

16.  We  have  one  final  question  to  be 
'resolved.  On  August  14,  1957  WBAA 

tendered  a  “Further  Statement  In  Sup¬ 
port  Of  Protest  And  Petition  For  Recon¬ 
sideration  And  Request  For  Additional 
Relief’’.  Therein,  WBAA  contends  that, 
in  light  of  newly  discovered  facts,  the 
WMNI  operation,  as  authorized,  would 
receive  from  Stations  WBAA  and 
WMMN,  Fairmont,  West  Virginia,  inter¬ 
ference  which  would  affect  more  than  10 
percent  of  the  population  in  the  normally 
protected  primary  service  area  of  WMNI, 
in  contravention  of  §  3.28  (c)  of  our 
rules.  WBAA  requests  that  an  issue  be 
added  to  determining  whether  the 
WMNI  authorization  would  be  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  §  3.28  (c).  WMNI  tendered 
on  August  20,  1957  a  motion  to  strike 
WBAA’s  “F’urther  Statement  *  *  on 
the  ground  that  it  introduces  new  factual 
allegations  subsequent  to  the  30-day 
statutory  period  prescribed  by  sections 
309  (c)  and  405  of  the  Act.  Without 
addressing  ourselves  to  the  question  as 
to  the  acceptability  of  WBAA’s  “Fur¬ 
ther  Statement”,  we  believe  the  question 
of  whether  the  WMNI  proposal  is  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  §  3.28  (c)  of  our  rules  re¬ 
quires  further  inquiry  on  our  own  mo¬ 
tion,  to  determine  whether  our  grant  was 
properly  made.  Section  309  (c)  provides 
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that  a  protest  may  be  set  for  hearing  on 
issues  set  forth  in  said  protest,  together 
with  such  further  specific  issues,  if  any, 
as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  The  statute  contemplates  that,  in 
appropriate  cases,* the  Commission’s  in¬ 
quiry  will  extend  beyond  matters  alleged 
in  the  protest  in  order  to  reach  any  issue 
which  may  be  relevant  in  determining 
the  legality  of  the  challenged  grant. 
Clarksburg  Publishing  Co.  v.  P.  C.  C.,  12 
Pike  and  Fischer  RR  2024,  2028. 

17.  Reexamination  of  the  WMNI  ap¬ 
plication  shows  that  in  computing  the 
extent  of  interference  caused  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  operation  from  WBAA,  WMNI 
used  radiation  values  for  WBAA  in  the 
order  of  330  to  347  mv/m  which  are  less 
than  the  radiation  value  expected  from 
a  non-directional  antenna  of  the  height 
presently  employed  by  WBAA;  and  that 
WMNI  obtained  the  low  radiation  values 
from  the  measured  WBAA  1941  non- 
directional  horizontal  pattern  adjusted 
to  5  kilowatts  of  power  authorized  for 
WBAA,  but  that  this  horizontal  pattern 
is  based  only  on  spot  measurements  and, 
therefore,  does  not  accurately  establish 
the  WBAA  unattenuated  field  at  one 
mile.  Our  Engineering  Standards  pro¬ 
vide  that  in  the  absence  of  radial  mea¬ 
surements  to  establish  an  existing  sta¬ 
tion’s  inverse  distance  field  at  one  mile. 
Figure  8  of  the  Commission’s  Technical 
Standards  must  be  used  in  determining 
a  station’s  antenna  efiBciency.  On  the 
basis  of  Figure  8,  the  inverse  distance 
field  at  one  mile  for  WBAA  is  424  mv/m 
and  the  interference  caused  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  WMNI  operation  from  WBAA 
would  be  greater  than  that  determined 
by  WMNI  and  the  increase  in  inter¬ 
ference  could  result  in  the  total  inter¬ 
ference  received  being  in  excess  of  the 
10  percent  specified  in  §  3.28  it) .  The 
Commission’s  action  in  granting  the 
WMNI  application  was  based,  in  part, 
on  WMNI’s  showing  that  the  total  inter¬ 
ference  received  amounted  to  8.2  percent. 

18.  In  reply  to  the  WBAA  “Further 
Statement’’,  WMNI  contends  that  the 
WBAA  proof  of  performance  clearly  in¬ 
dicates  there  is  distortion  in  the  WBAA 
non-directional  pattern  (radiation  to¬ 
ward  WMNI  is  reduced  due  to  this  dis¬ 
tortion)  ;  that  the  field  intensity  data 
contained  in  the  WBAA  proof  of  per¬ 
formance  are  the  best  available  and  ap¬ 
pear  reasonable;  and  that  on  the  basis 
of  this  data,  the  interference  conditions 
obtain,  outlined  in  its  application  and 
indicating  compliance  with  §3.28  (c). 
Our  own  examination  of  the  WBAA  non- 
directional  proof  of  performance  data 
indicates  that  the  WBAA  non-directional 
proof  of  performance  is  based  on  meas¬ 
urements  of  the  radiation  from  the  di¬ 
rectional  array  as  well  as  the  non-direc¬ 
tion  operation  antenna  system;  that  the 
non-directional  and  directional  fields 
were  measured  at  different  azimuths 
from  the  station  and  at  distances  vary¬ 
ing  from  1.25  to  4.6  miles  from  the  an¬ 
tenna  system;  that  the  shape  of  the  non¬ 
directive  pattern  was  obtained  by  plot¬ 
ting  the  product  of  the  measured  non- 
directional  field  and  distance  from  the 
station  for  each  azimuth;  and  that  the 
pattern  as  plotted  indicates  considerable 
distortion  in  the  WBAA  non-directional 


pattern.  It  was  on  the  basis  of  this 
distorted  pattern  that  WMNI  arrived  at 
radiation  values  from  WBAA  toward  the 
proposed  operation.  However,  the  WBAA 
proof  of  performance  data  in  issue  does 
not  accurately  establish  the  WBAA  non- 
directional  inverse  distance  fields  at  one 
mile  in  a  direction  toward  the  proposed 
WMNI  operation  because  the  WBAA 
daytime  non-directional  proof  does  not 
include  complete  non-directional  radial 
measurements  and  because  the  single 
non-directional  measurement  on  each 
azimuth  is  inadequate  to  establish  a  sta¬ 
tion’s  inverse  field  at  one  mile.  Since 
the  interference  caused  to  the  proposed 
operation  on  the  basis  of  an  antenna 
efiBciency  for  WBAA  as  obtained  from 
Figure  8  of  the  Rules  would  be  greater 
than  that  determined  by  WMNI,  and  the 
WBAA  non-directional  proof  of  perform¬ 
ance  radiation  pattern  on  file  is  not 
based  upon  sufiBcient  field  intensity 
measurement  data  as  required  by  §  3.186 
of  the  Commission’s  rules,  WMNI’s  show¬ 
ing  of  compliance  with  §  3.28  (c)  of  the 
rules  may  be  defective.  Accordingly,  on 
our  own  motion,  we  are  including  an 
issue  relative  thereto  in  the  hearing  pro¬ 
vided  for  below.  Since  we  are  specify¬ 
ing  this  issue,  the  burden  of  proof  will 
be  on  WMNI. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  309  (c)  of  the  Communi¬ 
cations  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  sub¬ 
ject  Protest  And  Petition  For  Reconsid¬ 
eration  is  granted  to  the  extent  provided 
for  below  and  is  denied  in  all  other  re¬ 
spects;  that,  effective  immediately,  the 
effective  date  of  the  grant  of  the 
above-captioned  application  is  postponed 
pending  a  final  determination  by  the 
Commission  in  the  hearing  described 
below ;  and  that  the  above-captioned  ap¬ 
plication  is  designated  for  evidentiary 
hearing  at  the  ofiBces  of  the  Commission 
in  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  following 
issues : 

1.  To  determine  whether  standard 
broadcast  station  WBAA,  Lafayette,  In¬ 
diana  renders  primary  service  beyond 
its  normally  protected  (0.5  mv/m)  serv¬ 
ice  contour  and  if  so,  whether  the  same 
general  program  service  is  provided  by 
any  other'station  or  stations  to  approxi¬ 
mately  90  percent  of  the  area  so  served. 

2.  To  determine  whether  in  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  Issue  1, 
Station  WBAA  has  standing  as  a  party 
in  interest  to  protest  or  seek  reconsidera¬ 
tion  within  the  meaning  of  sections  309 
(c)  and  405  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  respectively. 

3.  To  determine  whether  the  proposed 
operation  of  North  American  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Company  (Station  WMNI)  would 
cause  objectionable  interference  to  the 
primary  service  area  of  Station  WBAA 
and  if  so,  the  extent  of  the  area  and 
population  subject  to  such  interference. 

4.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  would  receive  primary 
service  from  the  proposed  operation,  the 
character  of  the  program  service  which 
would  be  rendered  under  this  proposal, 
and  the  availability  of  other  primary 
broadcast  service  to  such  areas  and  pop¬ 
ulations. 

5.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  introduced  under  the  foregoing 
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issues,  whether  WBAA  is  entitled  to  the 
protection  afforded  by  §  3.182  (c)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

6.  To  determine  whether,  as  a  result 
of  the  interference  received  from  Sta¬ 
tions  WBAA,  Lafayette,  Indiana  and 
WMMN,  Fairmont,  West  Virginia,  the 
operation  proposed  by  North  American 
Broadcasting  Company  would  comply 
with  §  3.28  (c)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules;  and  if  compliance  with  §  3.28  (c) 
is  not  achieved,  whether  there  is  a  suf¬ 
ficient  need  for  the  proposed  service  to 
warrant  a  waiver  of  said  section  of  the 
rules. 

7.  To  determine  whether  the  public 
interest,  convenience  and  necessity  will 
be  served  by  a  grant  of  the  application 
of  North  American  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  burden 
of  proceeding  with  the  introduction  of 
evidence  and  the  burden  of  proof  as  to 
Issues  1,  2,,  3,  and  4  shall  be  on  the 
Protestant;  and  as  to  Issue  6  on  North 
American  Broadcasting  Company; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  protes- 
tant  and  the  Chief  of  the  Broadcast  Bu¬ 
reau  are  hereby  made  parties  to  the 
proceeding  herein  and  that; 

1.  The  hearing  on  the  above  issues  is 
to  commence  at  a  time  and  plstce  and 
before  an  Examiner  to  be  specified  in  a 
subsequent  order;  and 

2.  The  parties  to  the  proceeding 
herein  shall  have  fifteen  (15)  days  after 
the  issuance  of  the  Examiner’s  decision 
to  file  exceptions  thereto  and  seven  (7) 
days  thereafter  to  file  replies  to  any  such 
exceptions;  and 

3.  The  appearances  by  the  parties  in¬ 
tending  to  participate  in  the  above 
hearing  shall  be  filed  not  later  than 
September  20,  1957. 

Adopted:  August  28,  1957. 

Released:  August  29, 1957. 

Federal  Comiiunications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Evelyn  F.  Eppley, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-7231;  Piled,  Sept.  3,  1957; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  12143;  PCC  57-943] 
Dispatch,  Inc.  (WICU) 

MEMORANDUM  OPINION  AND  ORDER  DESIG¬ 
NATING  APPLICATION  FOR  HEARING  ON 
STATED  ISSUES 

In  re  application  of  Dispatch,  Inc. 
(WICU),  Erie,  Pennsylvania,  Docket  No. 
12143,  Pile  No.  BMPCT  1113;  for  modi¬ 
fication  of  construction  permit. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  (1)  a  “Protest  and  Peti¬ 
tion  for  Reconsideration’’  filed  on  Au¬ 
gust  2, 1957,  pursuant  to  sections  309  (c) 
and  405  of-  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  by  Great  Lakes  Tele¬ 
vision  Company  (protestant) ,  permittee 
of  Television  Station  WSEE  (Channel 
34),  Erie,  Pennsylvania,  and  directed 
against  the  Commission’s  action  of  June 
28,  1957,  granting  without  hearing  the 
above-entitled  application  of  Dispatch, 
Inc.,  for  modification  of  its  construction 
permit  for  Television  Station  WICU 
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(Channel  12),  Erie,  Pennsylvania,  to 
change  its  transmitter  location  to  a  site 
5.6  miles  southeast  of  the  center  of  Erie, 
Pennsylvania,  and  to  increase  effective 
radiated  power  (aural:  1.5  kw.  to  158 
kw.;  visual  2  kw.  to  316  kw.) ;  (2)  an 
“Opposition  to  Protest  and  Petition  for 
Reconsideration”  filed  by  Dispatch.  Inc. 
on  August  12,  1957  and  (3)  Reply  ^  to 
such  opposition  filed  by  the  protestant 
on  August  22, 1957. 

2.  The  protestant  claims  standing  as 
a  “party  in  interest”  and  “person  ag¬ 
grieved  or  whose  interests  are  adversely 
affected”  within  the  meaning  of  sections 
309  (c)  and  405  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  as  the  permittee 
of  an  existing  television  broadcast  sta¬ 
tion  in  the  same  community  where  the 
grantee  proposes  to  operate  its  televi¬ 
sion  broadcast  station  pursuant  to  the 
modified  authorization.  Protestant  al¬ 
leges,  in  substance,  that  if  Dispatch  is 
allowed  to  operate  its  station  as  modi¬ 
fied  by  the  grant,  the  service  area  of  the 
Dispatch  station  will  be  increased  and 
it  will  generally  improve  its  over-all 
service  to  the  public.  As  a  result  thereof, 
protestant  asserts,  it  will  be  injured  com¬ 
petitively  and  may  be  forced  to  curtail 
its  UHP  operation,  or  alternatively,  to 
operate  at  a  loss  or  reduce  the  quality 
of  its  present  operation,  to  the  detriment 
of  protestant  and  the  public  now  enjoy¬ 
ing  its  television  service.* 

3.  In  support  of  its  protest,  WSEE  al¬ 
leges  that  two  television  broadcast  sta¬ 
tions  are  presently  in  operation  at  Erie, 
namely,  WICU  on  VHP  Channel  12  (Dis¬ 
patch)  and  WSEE  on  UHF  Channel  35 
(protestant),  the  latter  since  April, 
1954;  that  Erie  is  a  market  capable  of 
supporting  two  or  more  television  sta¬ 
tions,  but  that  competitive  conditions 
“should  not  be  exaggerated  in  favor  of 
the  VHP  station  only  because  it  is  a 
VHP  operation”;  that  more  than  three 
quarters  of  the  television  revenues  real¬ 
ized  by  the  existing  Erie  stations  “go  to 
the  VHP  station  and  less  than  one 
quarter  to  the  UHP  ( protestant ’s)  sta¬ 
tion”;  that  “the  artificial  competitive 
factor  enjoyed”  by  the  VHP  station  has 
imposed  economic  hardship  on  WSEE 
and  if  Dispatch  is  permitted  to  utilize 
higher  powered  facilities,  the  economic 
burden  on  protestant  will  be  intensified 
by  causing  further  losses  of  revenue 
which  could  force  the  UHP  station  off  the 
air  or  seriously  deteriorate  its  service; 
that  the  gain  in  service  area  which  Dis¬ 
patch  will  obtain  under  its  higher 


iQn  August  22,  1957,  protestant  filed  a 
belated  “Reply  to  Opposition  to  Protest  and 
Petition  for  Reconsideration”  controverting 
Dispatch’s  contentions  with  respect  to  lack 
of  standing  and  alleged  failure  to  specify 
material  facts,  and  reiterating  and  expand¬ 
ing  upon  its  arguments  in  support  of  its 
request  for  stay. 

‘Protestant  also  states  that  It  has  filed 
with  the  Commission  a  petition  requesting 
reassignment  of  Channel  12,  presently  used 
by  Dispatch,  from  Erie,  Pennsylvania,  to 
Akron-Cleveland,  Ohio,  vrtth  Channel  41  to 
be  made  available  to  Dispatch.  The  Com¬ 
mission  on  July  2,  1957,  Issued  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  (Docket  No.  12076) 
requesting  comments  on  protestant’s  reas¬ 
signment  proposals  and  similar  proposals  by 
another  party. 


powered  operation  would  not  offset  the 
loss  the  public  would  suffer  if  protestant’s 
station  were  forced  to  discontinue  its 
service  to  the  Erie  area;  and,  that  the 
Commission  should  prevent  the  contin¬ 
gency  of  the  destruction  of  the  UHP 
operation  by  preserving  the  status  quo. 

4.  Protestant  also  requests  a  stay 
pending  a  final  decision  after  hearing, 
or  pending  the  outcome  of  the  rule  mak¬ 
ing  proceeding  referred  to  above,  and 
asserts  in  effect  that  the  Commission  in 
its  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  in 
Docket  No.  12076  (see  Footnote  2)  stated 
that  the  outstanding  authorization  to 
Dispatch  may  be  subject  to  change  as  a 
result  of  the  rule  making  proceeding; 
that,  therefore,  the  Commission  should 
at  this  time  preserve  the  status  quo  in 
order  to  facilitate  the  disposition  of  the 
rule  making  proceeding;  and  that  post¬ 
ponement  of  the  effective  date  of  the 
grant  to  Dispatch  for  higher  powered 
facilities  will  not  affect  the  television 
service  now  enjoyed  by  the  public  in  the 
Erie  area. 

5.  In  view  of  the  foregoing  the  pro¬ 
testant  requests  that  the  Commission 
(1)  stay  the  grant  of  the  above-men¬ 
tioned  application;  (2)  grant  an  eviden¬ 
tiary  hearing  on  issues  specified  by  pro¬ 
testant;  and  (3)  make  the  protestant  a 
party  to  said  hearing.  The  protestant 
requests  that  the  hearing  be  held  upon 
the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  whether  grant  of  the 
application  would  result  in  an  imbalance 
of  competition  between  television  sta¬ 
tions  in  Erie,  Pennsylvania,  which  would 
jeopardize  the  continuation  of  the  pres¬ 
ent  service  of  Station  WSEE. 

2.  To  determine  whether  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  Station  WSEE  by  Great  Lakes 
will  be  impaired  with  regard  to  program¬ 
ming  and  hours  of  operation  by  the  op¬ 
eration  of  Station  WICU  on  higher- 
powered  facilities  and  whether  the 
service  now  offered  by  WSEE  will  in  any 
way  be  curtailed  thereby. 

3.  To  determine  in  the  light  of  the 
foregoing  issues,  whether  the  public  in¬ 
terest,  convenience  and  necessity  will 
be  served  by  a  grant  of  the  above-en¬ 
titled  application. 

6.  On  August  12,  1957,  Dispatch  filed 
an  “Opposition  to  Protest  and  Petition 
for  Reconsideration”.  Dispatch  asserts 
therein  that  the  instant  protest  fails  to 
comply  with  the  requirements  of  section 
309  (c)  of  the  act,  in  that  it  is  devoid  of 
any  allegations  of  relevant  or  material 
facts  but  consists  almost  entirely  of  gen¬ 
eral  allegations  of  a  speculative,  argu¬ 
mentative  or  conclusionary  nature,  and 
also  fails  to  “specify  with  particularity” 
any  facts  which,  if  proven,  would  con¬ 
stitute  grounds  for  granting  the  relief 
requested;  that  the  instant  petition  for 
reconsideration  fails  to  comply  with  the 
requirements  of  section  405  of  the  act 
in  that  it  fails  to  state  sufficient  grounds 
for  the  Commission  in  the  exercise  of  its 
discretion  to  grant  the  relief  requested; 
that  protestant’s  allegations  of  prospec¬ 
tive  economic  injury  do  not  constitute 
allegations  of  legal  error  because,  as  a 
matter  of  law,  the  Commission  is  ex¬ 
pressly  precluded  from  withholding  a 
permit  or  license  solely  on  the  basis  of 
economic  injury  considerations  and,  as 


a  matter  of  policy,  the  Commission  will 
not  consider  the  effects  of  legal  competi¬ 
tion  upon  the  public  service  in  the  field 
of  broadcasting;  that  protestant’s  re¬ 
quest  for  a  stay  is  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  and  must  be ’denied  since  pro¬ 
testant  makes  no  showing  of  irreparable 
injury  and  the  only  effect  of  a  stay  would 
be  to  deprive  the  community  involved  of 
a  much  needed,  improved  service  for 
which  Dispatch  has  tried  continuously 
since  May.  1953  to  obtain  authority;  and 
that  the  instant  protest  or  petition  for 
reconsideration  is  inappropriate,  in  that 
it  seeks  to  achieve  by  indirection  an  ob¬ 
jective  that  is  properly  the  subject  of  the 
current  rule  making  proceeding  in 
Docket  No.  12076. 

7.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  pro¬ 
testant  is  the  permittee  of  Television 
Station  WSEE  in  Erie,  Pennsylvania,  and 
has  alleged  that  as  a  result  of  the  grant 
of  the  above-captioned  application  it  will 
be  injured  competitively  through  the 
higher  powered  operation  by  the  loss  of 
advertising  revenues  and  the  gain  in 
population  to  be  served  by  the  Dispatch 
station  and  will  thus  suffer  economic 
injury,  we  find  the  protestant  to  be  a 
“party  in  interest”  within  the  meaning 
of  section  309  (c).of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and  a 
“person  aggrieved  or  whose  interests  are 
adversely  affected”  within  the  meaning 
of  section  405  of  said  act.  Federal  Com¬ 
munications  Commission  v.  Sanders 
Brothers  Radio  Station,  309  U.  S.  470;  In 
re  T.  E.  Allen  &  Sons,  Inc.,  9  Pike  tt 
Fischer  RR 197 ;  Versluis  Radio  and  Tele¬ 
vision,  Inc.,  9  Pike  &  Fischer  RR  102. 
We  further  find  that  the  protestant  has 
specified  with  sufficient  particularity  the 
facts  relied  upon  to  warrant  designating 
the  instant  application  for  hearing. 
The  initial  question  to  be  determined  is 
what  type  of  hearing  is  to  be  held. 

8.  In  substance,  the  issues  specified  by 
protestant  concern  the  competitive  in¬ 
jury  which  protestant  allegedly  will  suf¬ 
fer  in  the  Erie  area  as  a  result  of  the 
grant  of  higher  powered  facilities  to  Dis¬ 
patch.  The  protestant’s  position  is  that 
the  competitive  advantage  now  held  by 
the  VHF  television  operation  of  Dispatch 
in  Erie  has  imposed  economic  hardship 
on  protestant  in  the  operation  of  its  UHP 
station  which  allegedly  is  receiving  less 
than  one  quarter  of  the  television  reve¬ 
nues  now  realized  by  both  stations  in  this 
area;  and,  that  the  Dispatch  station  will 
reap  a  further  competitive  advantage 
from  the  grant  of  the  requested  changes 
in  its  broadcast  facilities  which  may 
cause  protestant’s  station  to  discontinue 
operation  or  at  least  result  in  a  serious 
deterioration  in  the  service  by  protes¬ 
tant’s  station  so  that  the  public  interest 
will  suffer.  Thus,  the  protestant  con¬ 
tends,  in  effect,  that  a  determination  of 
these  issues  is  required  because  the  al¬ 
leged  deterioration  of  the  program  serv¬ 
ices  involved  is  a  public  interest  consid¬ 
eration, 

9.  We  think  It  clear  that  the  major 
thrust  of  protestant’s  argument  is  that 
intermixture  in  Erie  has  made  effective 
competition  of  its  UHF  station  with  the 
Dispatch  VHF  Station  difficult,  a  prob¬ 
lem  to  which  we  are  directing  our  at¬ 
tention  in  rule  making  (Docket  No. 
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12076) ,  looking  towards  the  possible  de- 
Intermixture  of  the  Erie  area.  We  are 
not  persuaded  by  protestant’s  allegations 
intended  to  show  that  the  present  in¬ 
crease  in  coverage  by  Dispatch  will  have 
any  real  impact  upon  the  competitive 
picture  or  if  it  does  that  this  impact  will 
outweigh  the  public  advantage  of  the 
gain  in  service  from  the  increased  cover¬ 
age  of  the  VHP  station.  Nevertheless, 
we  are  constrained  to  find  that  the  alle¬ 
gations  in  the  protest  are  sufficient  to 
warrant  hearing  on  the  issues  the  pro-  . 
testant  has  specified.  See  Federal  Broad¬ 
casting  System,  Inc.,  v.  Federal  Com¬ 
munications  Commission,  231  F.  2d  246; 
97  U.  S.  App.  D.  C.  293.  Nor  do  we  believe 
that  the  problems  raised  as  to  the  com¬ 
petitive  impact  of  increased  VHF  service 
on  a  UHF  station  are  of  the  type  which 
lend  themselves  to  demurrer.  We  shall, 
accordingly,  designate  the  protest  for 
evidentiary  hearing. 

10.  We  turn  now  to  the  question  of 
whether  we  should  stay  the  effective  date 
of  our  grant  of  the  above-captioned  ap¬ 
plication  until  a  decision  in  this  matter 
after  hearing.  Section  309  (c)  of  the 
Communications  Act  provides,  in  perti¬ 
nent  part,  that  “*  •  *  the  effective  date 
of  the  Commission’s  action  to  which  pro¬ 
test  is  made  shall  be  postponed  *  *  * 
unless  the  Commission  affirmatively  finds 
for  reasons  set  forth  in  the  decision  that 
the  public  interest  requires  that  the  grant 
remain  in  effect,  in  which  event  the  Com¬ 
mission  shall  authorize  the  applicant  to 
utilize  the  facilities  or  authorization  in 
question  pending  the  Commission’s  deci¬ 
sion  after  hearing.” 

11.  We  are  of  the  view  that  there  is  a 
definite  and  compelling  need  for  the  im¬ 
proved  service  proposed  by  Dispatch 
under  its  higher  powered  facilities.  As 
Protestant  has  pointed  out,  these  facili¬ 
ties  will  enlarge  the  area  and  increase 
the  population  served  by  Station  WICU 
(Dispatch).  Operating  as  proposed, 

'  WICU  will  bring  the  first  television  serv¬ 
ice  (Grade  B)  of  any  kind  to  a  substan¬ 
tial  number  of  people  located  in  the  area 
to  the  southeast  of  Erie.  In  addition, 
still  other  areas  will  receive  a  choice  of 
services  for  the  first  time.*  Accordingly, 
it  appears  that  the  proposed  operation 
will  fulfill  a  significant  need  by  providing 
either  a  first  or  second  service  to  an 
appreciable  number  of  people.  On  the 
other  hand,  while  of  course  we  cannot 
state  what  our  conclusions  will  be  in  the 
light  of  the  hearings  record,  we  do  not 
believe  that  on  the  basis  of  its  pleading, 
Protestant  had  made  a  prima  facie  case 
that  the  grant  may  not  be  in  the  public 
interest,  in  view  of  what  has  been  stated 
by  us  in  Paragraph  9,  supra.  We  cannot 
conclude,  therefore,  that  the  protestant 
has  demonstrated  a  reasonable  proba¬ 
bility  of  success  on  the  merits  of  its  pro¬ 
test  which  would  override  the  public 
need  for  the  service  of  WICU,  operating 
pursuant  to  its  modified  permit.  We 
affirmatively  find,  therefore,  without 
attempting  to  predict  whether  this  grant 
will  have  to  be  set  aside  after  the  hearing 


•These  findings  are  based  upon  informa¬ 
tion  on  file  with  the  Commission. 
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herein  ordered,  that  the  public  Interest 
requires  that  the  grant  remain  in  effect. 
Accordingly,  the  effective  date  of  the 
Commission’s  action  here  in  question  will 
not  be  postponed. 

12.  As  an  alternative  to  postponement 
of  the  grant  pending  decision  after  hear¬ 
ing  protestant  has  requested  that  the 
Commission  condition  the  grant  in  such 
a  manner  as  to  stay  construction  pend¬ 
ing  the  outcome  of  the  rule  making  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  Docket  No.  12076.  The  Com¬ 
mission  is  of  the  view  that  the  protest¬ 
ant’s  request  in  this  respect  must  be  de¬ 
nied  inasmuch  as  the  pendency  of  the 
rule  making  proceeding  in  ques^on  pre-  ■ 
sents  wholly  separate  and  different  issues 
from  those  jaised  in  the  instant  protest 
and  petition  for  reconsideration  and  our 
disposition  of  this  pleading  will  not  con¬ 
stitute  a  pre  judgment  on  the  rule  making 
proceeding  and  should  not  be  so  con¬ 
strued.  Accordingly,  the  effective  date 
of  the  Commission’s  grant  in  question 
will  not  be  conditioned  so  as  to  stay 
construction  thereunder  until  the  out¬ 
come  of  the  aforementioned  rule  making. 

13.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  It  is  or¬ 
dered.  That  the  subject  Protest  and  Peti¬ 
tion  for  Reconsideration  is  granted;  that 
the  request  for  postponement  of  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  the  grant  is  denied;  and 
that,  pursuant  to  section  309  (c)  of  the 
Federal  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  the  above-entitled  application 
is  designated  for  evidentiary  hearing  at 
the  offices  of  the  Commission  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.,  on  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  whether  grant  of  the 
application  would  result  in  an  imbalance 
of  competition  between  television  sta¬ 
tions  in  Erie,  Pennsylvania,  which  would 
jeopardize  the  continuation  of  the  pres¬ 
ent  service  of  Station  WSEE. 

2.  To  determine  whether  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  Station  WSEE  by  Great  Lakes 
will  be  impaired  with  regard  to  program¬ 
ming  and  hours  of  operation  by  the  op¬ 
eration  of  Station  WICU  on  higher- 
powered  facilities  and  whether  the 
service  now  offered  by  WSEE  will  in  any 
way  be  curtailed  thereby. 

3.  To  determine  in  the  light  of  the 
foregoing  issues,  whether  the  public  in¬ 
terest,  convenience  and  necessity  will  be 
served  by  a  grant  of  the  above-entitled 
application. 

14.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  bur¬ 
den  of  proceeding  with  the  introduction 
of  evidence  and  the  burden  of  proof  as 
to  each  of  the  foregoing  issues  shall  be  on 
the  protestant. 

15.  It  is  further  ordered,  'That  the  pro¬ 
testant  and  the  Chief  of  Broadcast 
Bureau  are  hereby  made  parties  to  the 
proceeding  herein  and  that: 

(a)  The  hearing  on  the  above  issues 
shall  commence  at  a  date  to  be  specified 
in  a  subsequent  order,  before  an  Exam¬ 
iner  to  be  specified  at  a  later  date. 

(b)  The  parties  to  the  proceeding 
herein  shall  have  fifteen  (15)  days  after 
the  issuance  of  the  Examiner’s  decision 
to  file  exceptions  thereto  and  seven  (7) 
days  thereafter  to  file  replies  to  any  such 
exceptions;  and 

(c)  The  appearances  by  the  parties 
intending  to  participate  in  the  above 
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hearing  shall  be  filed  not  later  than  Sep¬ 
tember  20,  1957. 

Adopted:  August  29,  1957. 

Released:  August  29,  1957. 

Federal  Comhttnications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Evelyn  F.  Epplet, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  67-7232;  PUed,  Sept.  3,  1967; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  8813] 

ABC  Air  Freight  Co.,  Inc.;  Enforcement^ 
Case 

NOTICE  OF  HEARING 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  hearing 
in  the  above-entitled  matter  is  assigned 
to  be  held  on  September  18.  1957,  at 
10:00  a.  m..  e.  d.  s.  t.,  in  Room  1510,  Tem¬ 
porary  Building  No.  4.  17th  Street  and 
Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C.,  before  Examiner  Ralph  L.  Wiser. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  August  29, 
1957. 

[seal]  Francis  W.  Brown. 

Chief  Examiner, 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-7243;  Piled,  Sept.  8,  1957; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  (3-13144] 

Shell  Oil  Co.  et  al. 

order  for  hearing  and  suspending 

PROPOSED  CHANGES  IN  RATES 

August  28,  1957. 

Shell  Oil  Company  (Operator)  et  al. 
(Shell),  on  July  29,  1957,  tendered  for 
filing  proposed  changes  in  its  presently 
effective  rate  schedule  for  sales  of  natural 
gas  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission.  The  proposed  changes, 
which  constitute  increased  rates  and 
charges,  are  contained  in  the  following 
designated  filings: 

Description:  (1)  Letter,  dated  June  21, 
1957.  (2)  Notice  of  Change,  dated  July  26. 

1957. 

Purchaser:  Olln  Gas  Transmission  Corpo¬ 
ration. 

Rate  schedule  designation:  (1)  Supple¬ 
ment  No.  7  to  Shell’s  PPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  57.  (2)  Supplement  No.  8  to  Shell’s 

PPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  57. 

Effective  date:  *  August  29, 1957. 

In  support  of  the  proposed  renegoti¬ 
ated  rate  increases.  Shell  states  that  a 
contract  amendment  of  1952  extending 
the  term  also  provided  for  renegotiation 
of  the  rate  for  the  five-year  period  com¬ 
mencing  August  29,  1957,  and  the  pro¬ 
posed  rate  of  16  cents  per  Mcf  is  in  line 
with  the  going  market  price  in  the  area 
and  the  proposed  increase  does  little 
more  than  cover  the  increased  costs  since 
1952.  Shell  also  states  that  its  basic 
wage  rates  alone  have  increased  22  per¬ 
cent  since  January  1,  1953. 


^The  stated  effective  date  Is  the  effective 
date  proposed  by  Shell. 
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The  increased  rates  and  charges  so 
proposed  have  not  been  shown  to  be 
justified,  and  may  be  unjust,  unreason¬ 
able,  unduly  discriminatory,  or  prefer¬ 
ential,  or  otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  and  proper  in  the  public  interest 
and  to  aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that 
the  Commission  enter  upon  a  hearing 
concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  said 
proposed  changes,  and  that  the  above- 
designated  supplements  be  suspended 
and  the  use  thereof  deferred  as  herein¬ 
after  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  p>articularly  sections  4 
and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR 
Ch.  I) ,  a  public  hearing  be  held  up<Hi  a 
date  to  be  fixed  by  notice  from  the  Secre¬ 
tary  concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the 
proposed  increased  rates  and  charges 
contained  in  Supplement  Nos.  7  and  8  to 
Shell’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  57. 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  deci¬ 
sion  thereon,  said  supplements  be  and 
they  are  each  hereby  suspended  and  the 
use  thereof  deferred  until  January  29, 
1958,  and  until  such  further  time  as  they 
are  made  effective  in  the  maxmer  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(C)  Neither  the  supplements  hereby 
suspended  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby  shall  be  changed 
until  this  proceeding  has  been  disposed 
of,  or  until  the  periods  of  suspension 
have  expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered 
by  the  Commission. 

(D)  Interested  State  commissions 
may  participate  as  provided  by  §§1.8 
and  1.37  (f )  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and 
1.37  (f)). 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Michael  J.  Farrell, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-7204;  PUed,  Sept.  3,  1957; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-13145] 

Atlantic  Refining  Co. 

ORDER  FOR  REARING  AND  SUSPENDING 
PROPOSED  CHANGES  IN  RATES 

August  28,  1957. 

The  Atlantic  Refining  Company  (At¬ 
lantic),  on  July  29,  1957,  tendered  for 
filing  proposed  changes  in  its  presently 
effective  rate  schedule  for  sales  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission.  The  proposed  changes, 
which  constitute  increased  rates  and 
charges,  are  contained  in  the  following 
designated  filings: 

Description;  (1)  Letter,  dated  June  21, 
1957.  (2)  Notice  of  Change,  dated  July  22, 

1957. 

Purchaser  1  Qlin  Gas  Transmission  Corpo¬ 
ration. 

Rate  schedule  designation:  (1)  Supple¬ 
ment  No.  6  to  Atlantic’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Sched. 
ule  No.  56.  (2)  Supplement  No.  7  to  At¬ 

lantic’s  PPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  56. 

Effective  date : »  August  29, 1957. 


^The  stated  effective  date  is  the  effective 
date  proposed  by  Atlantic. 


In  support  of  the  proposed  renego¬ 
tiated  rate  increases,  Atlantic  states  that 
a  contract  amendment  of  1952  extending 
the  term  also  provided  for  renegotiation 
of  the  rate  for  the  five-year  period  com¬ 
mencing  August  29,  1957,  and  the  pro¬ 
posed  rate  of  16  cents  per  Mcf  is  in  line 
with  the  going  market  price  in  the  area 
and  the  proposed  increase  does  little 
more  than  cover  the  increased  costs  since 
1952.  Atlantic  also  cites  rates  of  17.5 
cents  per  Mcf  for  initial  service  in  the 
area. 

The  increased  rates  and  charges  so 
proposed  have  not  been  shown  to  be 
justified,  and  may  be  unjust,  unrea¬ 
sonable,  unduly  discriminatory,  or  pref¬ 
erential,  or  otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning  the 
lawfulness  of  the  said  proposed  changes, 
and  that  the  above-designated  supple¬ 
ments  be  suspended  and  the  use  thereof 
deferred  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4 
and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
cm  CJh.  I),  a  public  hearing  be  held 
upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  notice  from 
the  Secretary  concerning  the  lawfulness 
of  the  proposed  increased  rates  and 
charges  contained  in  Supplement  Nos.  6 
and  7  to  Atlantic’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Sched¬ 
ule  No.  56. 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  deci¬ 
sion  thereon,  said  supplements  be  and 
they  are  each  hereby  suspended  and  the 
use  thereof  deferred  until  January  29, 
1958,  and  until  such  further  time  as  they 
are  made  effective  in  the  manner  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(C)  Neither  the  supplements  hereby 
suspended  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby  shall  be  changed 
until  this  proceeding  has  been  disposed 
of,  or  until  the  periods  of  suspension 
have  expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by 
the  Commission. 

(D)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §§  1.8  and  1.37 
(f )  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CTTl  1.8  and  1.37  (f) ). 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Michael  J.  Farrell, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-7205;  Piled,  Sept.  3,  1957; 
8:47  a.  m.] 

HOUSING  AND  HOME 
FINANCE  AGENCY 
OfRce  of  the  Administrator 

Regional  Director  of  Urban  Renewal, 
Region  VI  (San  Francisco) 

REDELEGATION  OF  AUTHORITY  WI’TH  RESPECT 
TO  URBAN  PLANNING  GRANT  PROGRAM 

The  Regional  Director  of  Urban  Re¬ 
newal,  Region  VI  (San  Francisco) , 
Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency,  is 
hereby  authorized  within  such  Region  to 
exercise  the  authority  delegated  to  the 


HHFA  Regional  Administrator  by  the 
Housing  and  Home  Finance  Administra¬ 
tor’s  delegation  of  authority  effective 
December  23,  1954  (20  F.  R.  428-429, 
January  19,  1955),  as  amended,  with 
respect  to  grants  for  urban  planning 
authorized  under  section  701  of  the 
Housing  Act  of  1954,  as  amended  (68 
Stat.  640,  as  amended,  40  U.  S.  C.  461), 
except  those  authorities  which  under 
paragraph  5  of  such  delegation  may  not 
be  redelegated. 

(Reorg.  Plan  No.  3  of  1947,  61  Stat.  954;  62 
Stat.  1283  ( 1948) ,  as  amended  by  64  Stat.  80 
(1950),  12  U.  S.  C.  1952  ed.  1701c) 

Effective  as  of  the  13th  day  of  August 
1957. 

[seal]  M.  Justin  Herman, 
Regional  Administrator. 

Region  VI. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-7226;  Piled,  Sept.  3,  1957; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Pile  No.  24PW-10211 
Gunn  and  McCrary,  Inc. 
notice  of  and  order  for  HEARING 

August  28, 1957. 

Gunn  and  McCrary,  Incorporated 
(Gunn  and  McCrary),  a  Louisiana  cor¬ 
poration,  512  Ricou-Brewster  Building, 
Shreveport,  Louisiana,  filed  with  the 
Commission  on  April  20,  1956,  a  notifica¬ 
tion  and  an  offering  circular  relating  to 
an  offering, of  97,900  shares  of  its  $1.00 
par  value  capital  stock  at  $1.00  per  share 
for  an  aggregate  of  $97,900,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  obtaining  an  exemption  from  the 
registration  requirements  of  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Act  of  1933,  as  amended,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  section  3  (b)  thereof 
and  Regulation  A  promulgated  there¬ 
under. 

The  Commission  on  July  20,  1957  is¬ 
sued  an  order  pursuant  to  Rule  223  (a) 
of  the  General  Rules  and  Regulations 
under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  as 
amended,  temporarily  suspending  the 
conditional  exemption  under  Regulation 
A  and  affording  to  any  person  having  an 
interest  therein  an  opportunity  to  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing  pursuant  to  Rule  223 
(b) .  A  written  request  for  a  hearing  was 
received  by  the  Commission  from  Gunn 
and  McCrary. 

The  Commission  deeming  it  necessary 
and  appropriate  to  determine  whether 
to  vacate  the  temporary  suspension  order 
or  to  enter  an  order  permanently  sus¬ 
pending  the  exemption. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing 
under  the  applicable  provisions  of  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933,  as  amended,  and 
the  rules  of  the  Commission  be  held  on 
September  25,  1957,  at  10:00  a.  m.,  Cen- 
•  tral  Standard  Time,  at  the  Port  Worth 
Regional  Office  of  the  Commission,  U.  S. 
Courthouse,  10th  and  Lamar  Streets, 
Port  Worth,  Texas,  with  respect  to  the 
following  matters  and  questions  without 
prejudice,  however,  to  the  specification 
of  additional  issues  which  may  be  pre¬ 
sented  in  these  proceedings: 

A.  Whether  Wayne  D.  Gunn,  presi¬ 
dent,  director  and  an  affiliate  of  Gunn 
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and  McCrary.  Is  subject  to  an  order  en¬ 
tered  on  March  27,  1957,  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  pursuant  to  section  3  (b)  of  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933,  as  amended,  and 
Rule  340  of  Regulation  B  adopted  there¬ 
under  suspending  the  effectiveness  of  the 
filing  of  an  offering  sheet  relating  to  cer¬ 
tain  non-producing  working  interests  in 
an  oil  and  gas  lease ; 

B.  Whether  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  Regulation  A  have  not  been  complied 
with,  in  that: 

1.  The  offering  circular  fails  to  con¬ 
tain  a  statement  of  cash  receipts  and 
disbursements  or  income  and  expense  as 
required  by  Rule  219  (c)  (6)  and  fails 
to  contain  a  financial  statement  of  Gunn 
and  McCrary’s  condition  of  the  type  re¬ 
quired  by  Rule  219  (c)  (6) ;  and 

2.  Gunn  and  McCrary  has  failed  to  file 
reports  on  Form  2-A  as  required  by  Rule 
224; 

C.  Whether  the  offering  circular  con¬ 
tains  untrue  statements  of  material  facts 
and  omits  to  state  material  facts  neces¬ 
sary  in  order  to  make  the  statements 
made,  in  light  of  the  circumstances  under 
which  they  are  made,  not  misleading, 
concerning,  among  other  things: 

1.  The  results  to  be  encountered,  if 
additional  wells  are  drilled  to  develop 
Gunn  and  McCrary’s  properties ; 

2.  Gunn  and  McCrary’s  oil  reserves; 

3.  The  location  of  Gunn  and  Mc¬ 
Crary’s  properties  and  the  development 
that  had  taken  place  thereon  and  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  said  properties ; 

4.  The  nature,  size  and  character  of 
the  legal  interests  that  Gunn  and  Mc¬ 
Crary  had  in  the  lands  to  which  refer¬ 
ence  is  made  in  the  said  offering  circular; 

5.  'The  production  history  of  the  wells 
of  Gunn  and  McCrary ;  and 

6.  The  financial  condition  and  history 
of  Gunn  and  McCrary  and  more  par¬ 
ticularly  in  that  the  financial  statement 
contains  extensions  of  dollar  amounts  for 
non-cash  transactions  notwithstanding 
that  Gunn  and  McCrary  as  of  the  date  of 
the  statement  and  the  date  of  the  offer¬ 
ing  circular  was  an  extractive  company 
in  the  promotional,  exploratory  or  devel¬ 
opment  stage; 

D.  Whether  the  use  of  the  offering 
circular  would  operate  as  a  fraud  and 
deceit  upon  the  purchasers;  and 

E.  Whether  the  order  dated  July  20, 
1957  temporarily  suspending  the  exemp¬ 
tion  under  Regulation  A  should  be  va¬ 
cated  or  made  permanent. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Mr.  Robert 
N.  Hislop,  or  any  officer  or  officers  of  the 
Commission  designated  by  it  for  that 
purpose,  shall  preside  at  the  hearing, 
and  any  officer  or  officers  so  designated 
to  preside  at  any  such  hearing  are  here¬ 
by  authorized  to  exercise  all  of  the 
powers  granted  to  the  Commission  under 
sections  19  (b),  21  and  22  (c)  of  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933,  as  amended,  and 
to  hearing  officers  under  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice. 

It  is  further  ordered,  'That  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission  shall  serve  a 
copy  of  this  order  by  registered  mail  on 
Gunn  and  McCrary,  Incorporated,  512 
Ricou-Brewster  Building,  Shreveport, 
Louisiana;  that  notice  of  the  entering  of 
this  order  shall  be  given  to  all  other  per¬ 
sons  by  general  release  of  the  Commis¬ 


sion  and  by  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Any  person  who  desires  to  be 
heard  or  otherwise  wishes  to  participate 
in  such  hearing  shall  file  with  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Commission  on  or  before 
September  23,  1957,  a  request  relative 
thereto  as  provided  in  Rule  XVII  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-7208;  Piled,  Sept.  3,  1967; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


[Pile  No.  70-3611] 

Utah  Power  &  Light  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  PROPOSED  ISSUE  AND  SALE  AT 

COMPETITIVE  BIDDING  OF  SHARES  OF 

COMMON  STOCK  AND  PRINCIPAL  AMOUNT 

OF  FIRST  MORTGAGE  BONDS 

August  28,  1957. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  Utah  Power 

6  Light  Company  (“Company”) ,  a  regis¬ 
tered  holding  company  which  is  also 
a  public-utility  operating  company,  has 
filed  a  declaration  pursuant  to  the  Pub¬ 
lic  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of  1935 
(“act”),  designating  sections  6  (a)  and 

7  of  the  act  and  Rule  U-50  thereunder 
as  applicable  to  the  proposed  transac¬ 
tions,  which  are  siunmarized  as  follows; 

The  Company  proposes  to  issue  and 
sell,  subject  to  the  competitive  bidding 
requirements  of  Rule  U-50,  (a)  400,000 
shares  of  its  Common  Stock,  with  par 
value  of  $12.80  per  share,  and  (b)  $15,- 
000,000  aggregate  principal  amount  of 
First  Mortgage  Bonds,  —  percent  Series 
due  1987,  to  be  dated  October  1,  1957, 
and  to  mature  October  1.  1987. 

The  interest  rate  on  the  Bonds  (a 
multiple  of  Va  of  1  percent)  and  the  price 
(exclusive  of  accrued  interest)  to  be  paid 
for  the  Bonds  (not  less  than  100  percent 
nor  more  than  102%  percent  of  the 
principal  amount)  will  be  determined  by 
competitive  bidding.  The  Bonds  will  be 
issued  under  the  Company’s  Mortgage 
and  Deed  of  Trust  to  Guaranty  Trust 
Company  of  New  York  et  al.,  dated  as  of 
December  1,  1943,  as  heretofore  supple¬ 
mented  and  as  further  supplemented  by 
an  Eleventh  Supplemental  Indenture  to 
be  dated  as  of  October  1,  1957.  Such 
Bonds  will  also  be  entitled  to  the  benefit 
of  the  Indenture  dated  as  of  December  1, 
1943,  between  the  Company’s  subsidiary, 
’The  Western  Colorado  Power  Company, 
and  said  trustees.' 

The  Company  states  that  part  of  the 
proceeds  from  the  sale  of  said  securities 
will  be  used  to  pay  bank  loans  aggregat¬ 
ing  $21,000,000  made  in  connection  with 
its  construction  program;  that  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  such  proceeds,  together  with 
the  Company’s  available  cash,  will  be 
used  to  carry  forward  the  construction 
program  of  the  Company  and  its  Colo¬ 
rado  subsidiary,  involving  expenditures 
for  the  three-year  period  1957-1959 
aggregating  $46,000,000;  and  that  to  the 
extei)(  its  cash  resources  are  not  su£Q- 
cient  to  meet  such  expenditures,  the 
Company  will  issue  and  sell  such  addi¬ 
tional  securities,  from  time  to  time,  as  it 
deems  desirable. 


The  Company  estimates  that  Its  ex¬ 
penses  in  connection  with  the  issue  and 
sale  of  said  securities  will  be  as  follows: 


Bonds 

Stock 

Federal  stamp  taxes  .  _  _  . 

$16,500 

$5,632 

1,040 

Filing  fees,  thLs  Commission  . 

i;530 

7,000 

Trustee’s  fees _ 

Listing  fees.  New  York  Stock  Ex¬ 
change _ 

1,000 

1,500 

3,000 

12,750 

6,078 

Auditors’  fees  ((Haskins  <fe  Sells) _ 

Fees  of  Company  counsel  (Reid  & 
Priest) . 

1,500 

6,000 

17,500 

7,470 

Printing  and  engraving  _  . 

Miscellaneous  - 

Total _ 

57,500 

31,000 

The  fees  of  Beekman  &  Bogue,  counsel 
to  the  underwriters,  are  estimated  at 
$5,750  with  respect  to  the  Bonds  and 
$2,750  with  respect  to  the  Common 
Stock.  These  fees  and  the  firm’s  inci¬ 
dental  expenses,  estimated  at  $250,  will 
be  paid  by  the  successful  bidders. 

The  Company  has  also  filed  applica¬ 
tions  for  the  approval  of  its  issuance  and 
sale  of  Common  Stock  and  Bonds  as 
aforesaid  by  the  Public  Services  Com¬ 
mission  of  Wyoming  and  by  the  Idaho 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  which,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Company’s  counsel, 
are  the  only  State  regulatory  commis¬ 
sions  having  jurisdiction  in  the  prem¬ 
ises. 

Notice  Is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than  Sep¬ 
tember  12.  1957,  at  5:30  p.  m.,  request  in 
writing  that  a  hearing  be  held  on  such 
matter,  stating  the  nature  of  his  inter¬ 
est.  the  reasons  for  such  request,  and 
the  issues  of  fact  or  law.  if  any,  raised 
by  said  declaration  which  he  desires  to 
controvert;  or  he  may  request  that  he 
be  notified  if  the  Commission  should 
order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  re¬ 
quest  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission. 
Washington  25,  D.  C.  At  any  time  after 
said  date  the  declaration,  as  filed  or  as 
amended,  may  be  permitted  to  become 
effective  as  provided  in  Rule  U-23  of  the 
rules  and  regulations  promulgated  un¬ 
der  the  act,  or  the  Commission  may 
grant  exemption  from  its  rules  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  Rules  U-20  (a)  and  U-100,  or 
take  such  other  action  as  it  may  deem 
appropriate. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-7209;  Piled,  Sept.  3,  1957; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


[PUe  No.  811-717] 

Capital  and  Management,  Inc. 

notice  of  FILING  OF  APPLICATION  FOR  OR¬ 
DER  DECLARING  THAT  COMPANY  HAS  CEASED 
TO  BE  AN  INVESTMENT  COMPANY 

August  28,  1957. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Capital  and 
Management,  Inc.  (“CAM”),  a  closed- 
end,  non-diversified  Investment  com¬ 
pany,  registered  as  such  imder  the  In¬ 
vestment  Company  Act  of  1940  (“act”), 
has  filed  an  application  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  8  (f)  of  the  act  for  an  order  de- 
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Glaring  that  CAM  has  ceased  to  be  an 
investment  company. 

The  application  makes  the  following 
representations: 

CAM  was  incorporated  in  the  State  of 
Florida  on  March  16,  1956.  It  filed  its 
Notification  of  Registration  as  an  in¬ 
vestment  company  on  Form  N-8A  on 
March  20,  1956.  The  Company  has  not 
engaged  in  any  business;  enabling  legis¬ 
lation  by  the  Florida  State  Legislature 
being  required  before  the  company  can 
commence  operations.  No  such  legis¬ 
lation  is  in  prospect  at  this  time.  CAM 
has  no  stockholders  or  directors.  - 

Section  8  (f)  of  the  act  provides,  in 
part,  that  whenever  the  Commission, 
upon  application,  finds  that  a  registered 
investment  company  has  ceased  to  be 
an  investment  company,  it  shall  so  de¬ 
clare  by  order  and  that  upon  the  taking 
effect  of  such  order  the  registration  of 
such  company  shall  cease  to  be  in  effect. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than  Sep¬ 
tember  12,  1957,  at  5:30  p.  m.,  submit  to 
the  Commission  in  writing  any  facts 
bearing  upon  the  desirability  of  a  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  matter  and  may  request  that 
a  hearing  be  held,  such  request  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for 
such  request  and  the  issues,  if  any,  of 
fact  or  law  proposed  to  be  controverted, 
or  he  may  request  that  he  be  notified  if 
the  Commission  should  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  communication  or 
request  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington  25,  D.  C.  At  any  time  after 
said  date,  the  application  may  be 
granted  as  provided  in  Rule  N-5  of  the 
rules  and  regulations  promulgated  under 
the  act. 

By  the  Commission. 

[skal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-7210;  Piled,  Sept.  3,  1957; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


JPlle  No.  8-4597] 

Roberts  Securities  Corp. 

ORDER  REVOKING  BROKER-DEALER 
REGISTRATION 

August  27,  1957. 

In  the  matter  of  Roberts  Securities 
Corporation,  210  5th  Avenue,  New  York, 
New  York;  File  No.  8-4597. 

Proceedings  having  been  instituted  un¬ 
der  section  15  (b)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  to  determine  whether  to 
revoke  the  registration  as  a  broker  and 
dealer  of  Roberts  Securities  Corporation, 
and  whether,  under  section  15A  (b)  (4) 
of  that  Act,  John  V.  Holmes  is  a  cause 
of  an  order  of  revocation,  if  entered; 

Hearings  having  been  held  after  ap¬ 
propriate  notice,  the  Division  of  Trading 
and  Exchanges  of  the  Commission  hav- 
mg  filed  proposed  findings,  and  the  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  having  filed  a  recom¬ 
mended  decision; 

Registrant  having  requested  with¬ 
drawal  from  registration; 

The  Commission  having  this  day  issued 
Its  findings  and  opinion;  on  the  basis  of 
said  findings  and  opinion; 


It  is  ordered.  That  the  registration  as 
a  broker  and  dealer  of  Roberts  Securities 
Corporation  be,  and  it  hereby  is,  revoked, 
and  that  its  request  for  withdrawal  from 
registration  be,  and  it  hereby  is,  denied, 
and  it  is  found  that  John  V.  Holmes  is  a 
cause  of  this  order  of  revocation. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-7211;  Filed.  Sept.  3,  1957; 
8:48  a.  m.] 


[File  No.  812-1105] 

National  Aviation  Corp. 

notice  of  filing  of  application  for  ex¬ 
emption  OF  PURCHASE  OF  SECURITIES 

DURING  EXISTENCE  OF  UNDERWRITING 

SYNDICATE 

August  27,  1957. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  National 
Aviation  Corporation  (“National”),  a 
registered  closed-end,  non-diversified  in¬ 
vestment  company,  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  10  (f)  of  the 
Investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
(“act”),  for  an  order  of  the  Commission 
exempting  from  the  provisions  of  section 
10  (f)  of  the  act  the  proposed  purchase 
by  the  applicant  of  not  to  exceed  $750,000 
principal  amount  of  Sinking  Fund  De¬ 
bentures,  due  September  1,  1982,  with 
common  stock  purchase  warrants,  of 
Sperry  Rand  Corporation  (“Sperry 
Rand”). 

The  application  makes  the  following 
representations : 

Sperry  Rand,  a  manufacturer  of, 
among  other  things,  electronics  equip¬ 
ment,  instrumentation  and  controls, 
g3rroscope  devices,  computing  systems, 
and  navigational  equipment  for  sea  and ' 
air,  proposes  the  issuance  and  sale  of 
$110,000,000  principal  amount  of  said 
debentures.  Such  issuance  is  covered  by 
a  registration  statement  filed  by  Sperry 
Rand  under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933  on 
August  16,  1957.  The  investment  bank¬ 
ing  firms.  Paine,  Webber,  Jackson  & 
Curtis  and  Homblower  &  Weeks,  each  are 
expected  to  be  members  of  the  under-  ' 
writing  group  as  a  “principal  under¬ 
writer”. 

The  application  recites  that  Stuart  R. 
Reed,  a  director  of  applicant,  is  a  special 
partner  in  the  firm  of  Paine,  Webber, 
Jackson  &  Curtis,  and  that  Charles  S. 
Sargent,  also  a  director  of  applicant,  is  a 
partner  of  Homblower  &  Weeks. 

The  applicant  states  that  it  proposes 
to  purchase  the  debentures  from  any  of 
the  underwriters  other  than  Paine,  Web¬ 
ber,  Jackson  &  Curtis  and  Homblower  & 
Weeks.  The  amount  of  debentures  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  purchased  by  the  applicant 
would  constitute  approximately  0.68  per¬ 
cent  of  the  total  offering  and,  on  the  as¬ 
sumption  that  the  price  would  be  100 
percent  of  principal  amount,  would  rep¬ 
resent  approximately  4  percent  of  the 
total  assets  of  National. 

Section  10  (f)  of  the  act  prorrides, 
among  other  things,  that  no  registered 
investment  company  shall  knowingly 
purchase  or  otherwise  acquire,  during 
the  existence  of  any  underwriting  or 


selling  simdicate,  any  security  (except  a 
security  of  which  such  company  is  the 
issuer)  a  principal  underwriter  of  which 
is  a  person  of  which  a  director  of  such 
registered  investment  company  is  an 
affiliated  person.  The  Commission  may 
exempt  a  transaction  from  this  prohibi¬ 
tion  if  and  to  the  extent  that  such  ex¬ 
emption  is  consistent  with  the  protection 
of  investors.  Since  Reed  and  Sargent 
are  affiliated  persons  of  investment 
banking  firms  which  will  be  part  of  the 
underwriting  group  of  the  debenture  of¬ 
fering  referred  to  above,  the  purchase 
of  such  debentures  by  the  applicant  dur¬ 
ing  the  underwriting  is  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  section  10  (f)  of  the  act. 

It  is  represented  that  the  proposed 
purchase  of  debentures  is  consistent  with 
the  protection  of  investors  and  the  in¬ 
vestment  policies  of  the  applicant  as 
recited  in  its  registration  statement  filed 
with  the  Commission. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than  Sep¬ 
tember  9,  1957,  at  5:30  p.  m.,  submit  to 
the  Commission  in  writing  any  facts 
bearing  upon  the  desirability  of  a  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  matter  and  may  request  that 
a  hearing  be  held,  such  request  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons 
for  such  request  and  the  issues,  if  any, 
of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be  contro¬ 
verted,  or  he  may  request  that  he  be 
notified  if  the  Commission  should  order 
a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  communi¬ 
cation  or  request  should  be  addressed: 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington  25,  D.  C.  At 
any  time  after  said  date,  the  application 
may  be  granted  as  provided  in  Rule  N-S 
of  the  rules  and  regulations  promulgated 
under  the  act. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary.  • 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-7212;  Filed.  Sept.  3,  1957; 

8:48  a.  m.] 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 

[Delegation  of  Authority  30-XV-l] 

Chief,  Financial  Assistance  Division 
delegation  of  authority  relating  to 

FINANCIAL  ASSISTANCE  FUNCTIONS 

I.  Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in 
the  Regional  Director  by  Delegation  No. 
30  (Revision  4),  dated  July  1,  1957,  there 
is  hereby  delegated  to  the  Chief,  Finan¬ 
cial  Assistance  Division,  the  following 
authority: 

A.  General.  To  carry  out  all  of  the 
financial  assistance  functions  listed  in 
Section  202  of  SBA-100,  Administrative 
Manual. 

B.  Specific.  To  take  the  following  ac¬ 
tions  in  accordance  with  the  limitations 
of  such  delegations  as  set  forth  in  SBA- 
500,  Financial  Assistance  Manual: 

1.  To  approve  the  following  types  of 
loans: 

( a )  Direct  business  loans  in  ati  amount 
not  exceeding  $20,000 ; 

(b)  Participation  business  loans  in  an 
amount  not  exceeding  $20,000. 
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2.  To  approve  disaster  loans  in  an 
amount  not  exceeding  $20,000; 

3.  To  decline  disaster  loans  in  an 
amount  not  exceeding  $20,000 ; 

4.  To  approve  or  decline  Limited  Loan 
Participation  loans; 

5.  To  enter  into  Disaster  Participation 
Agreements  with  banks. 

6.  To  execute  loan  authorizations  for 
Washington  approved  loans  and  for 
loans  approved  under  delegated  author¬ 
ity,  said  execution  to  read  as  follows: 

Wendell  B.  Barnes, 

Administrator, 

By - 

Chief, 

Financial  Assistance  Division. 

7.  To  modify  or  amend  authorizations 
for  business  or  disaster  loans  approved 
by  the  Administrator,  the  Deputy  Ad¬ 
ministrator  for  Financial  Assistance,  the 
Director,  Office  of  Financial  Assistance, 
or  the  Chairman,  Loan  Review  Board, 
by  the  issuance  of  Certificates  of 
Modification,  and  to  modify  or  amend 
authorizations  for  loans  approved  under 
delegated  authority  in  any  manner  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  original  authority  to 
approve  loans. 

8.  To  extend  the  disbursement  period 
on  all  loan  authorizations  or  undisbursed 
portions  of  loans. 

9.  To  cancel  wholly  or  in  part  undis¬ 
bursed  balances  of  partially  disbursed 
loans  and  deferred  participation  agree¬ 
ments,  where  the  Administration  has  not 
purchased  its  participation. 

10.  To  approve,  after  disbursement  or 
partial  disbursement,  the  salary  of  new 
employees,  not  to  exceed  $10,000  per 
annum. 

11.  To  approve, -when  requested,  in  ad¬ 
vance  of  disbursement,  conformed  copies 
of  notes  and  other  closing  documents 
and  certify  to  the  participating  bank  that 
such  documents  are  in  compliance  with 
the  participation  authorization. 

12.  To  do  and  to  perform  all  and  every 
act  and  thing  requisite,  necessary  and 
proper  to  be  done  for  the  purpose  of 
effecting  the  servicing,  administration 
and  liquidation  of  any  disaster  loan  in¬ 
cluding,  without  limiting  the  generality 
of  the  foregoing,  all  powers,  terms,  con¬ 
ditions  and  provisions  as  authorized 
herein  for  other^  loans.  Said  powers, 
terms,  conditions  and  provisions  shall 
apply  to  all  documents,  agreements  or 
other  instruments  heretofore  or  here¬ 
after  executed  in  connection  with  any 
loan  included  in  the  above  functions 
where  such  documents,  agreements  or 
other  instruments  are  now,  or  shall  be 
hereafter,  in  the  name  of  the  Reconstruc¬ 
tion  Finance  Corporation  or  the  Small 
Business  Administration. 

13.  To  take  the  following  actions  in 
the  administration,  collection  and  liqui¬ 
dation  of  business  or  disaster  loans: 

a.  Approve  or  reject  substitutions  of 
accounts  receivable  and  inventories. 

b.  Release,  or  consent  to  the  release  of 
Inventories,  accounts  receivable  or  cash 
collateral,  real  or  personal  property,  of¬ 
fered  as  collateral  on  loan,  including  the 
release  of  all  collateral  when  loan  is  paid 
in  full. 

c.  Release  dividends  on  life  insurance 
policies  held  as  collateral  for  loans,  ap¬ 
prove  the  application  of  same  against 


premiums  due;  release  or  consent  to  the 
release  on  participation  loans,  of  insur¬ 
ance  funds  covering  loss  or  damage  to 
property  securing  the  loan  and  expired 
hazard  insurance  policies. 

d.  Approve  the  sale  of  real  or  personal 
property  and  the  exchange  of  equipment 
held  as  collateral  on  loans. 

e.  Defer  until  final  maturity  date  pay¬ 
ments  on  principal  falling  due  prior  to  or 
within  thirty  days  after  initial  disburse¬ 
ment  and  provide  for  the  coincidence  of 
principal  and  interest  payments. 

f.  Designate  proxies  to  vote  at  stock¬ 
holders  meetings  on  stock  held  as  col¬ 
lateral,  and  determine  how  such  shares 
are  to  be  voted. 

g.  Reinstate  terms  of  payment  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  Borrower’s  note  upon  can¬ 
cellation  of  authority  to  foreclose,  termi¬ 
nation  of  litigation,  or  correction  of  any 
other  situation  which  caused  the  loan  to 
be  classified  as  a  problem  loan. 

h.  Effect  the  purchase  of  the  Adminis¬ 
tration’s  agreed  portion  of  a  participa¬ 
tion  loan  upon  the  request  of  the 
participating  institution,  consent  to  the 
sale  to  another  institution  of  the  SBA 
portion  of  a  participation  loan,  and  to 
cancel  any  deferred  participation  agree¬ 
ment  upon  request  of  the  institution. 

14.  To  extend,  or  consent  to  the  ex¬ 
tension  of,  the  maturity  date  or  time  of 
payment,  to  change,  or  consent  to  the 
change  of,  the  rate  ‘of  interest,  and 
otherwise  alter  or  modify,  or  consent  to 
the  alteration  or  modification'  of,  any 
note,  bond,  mortgage  or  other  evidence 
of  indebtedness,  and  any  contract  for  the 
sale  or  lease  of  real  or  personal  property. 

15.  To  accept  and  join  with  others  in 
the  acceptance  of  resignations  of  trus¬ 
tees  under  declarations  of  trust,  trust 
indentures,  deeds  of  trust  and  other  trust 
instruments  and  agreements  under 
which  the  Small  Business  Administra¬ 
tion  or  its  Administrator  now  or  here¬ 
after  is  a  holder  of  any  note,  notes,  bond, 
bonds,  instrument  or  instruments  issued 
pursuant  thereto  and  secured  thereby. 

16.  To  remove  and  join  with  others  in 
the  removal  of  any  trustee  or  trustees 
under  any  declarations  of  trust,  trust 
indentures,  deeds  of  trust  and  other 
trust  instruments  and  agreements 
under  which  the  Small  Business  Admin¬ 
istration  or  its  Administrator  now  or 
hereafter  is  a  beneficiary  and  where  the 
Small  Business  Administration  or  its 
Administrator  now  or  hereafter  is  the 
holder  of  any  note,  notes,  bond,  bonds, 
instrument  or  instruments  issued  pursu¬ 
ant  thereto  and  secured  thereby. 

17.  To  select  and  designate  persons  or 
corporations  as  original,  substitute  or 
successor  trustees  under  declarations  of 
trust,  trust  indentures,  deeds  of  trust  or 
other  trust  instrur^ents  or  agreements 
under  which  the  Small  Business  Admin¬ 
istration  or  its  Administrator  now  or 
hereafter  is  a  beneficiary  and  where  the 
Small  Business  Administration  or  its 
Administrator  now  or  hereafter  is  the 
holder  of  any  note,  bond,  or  instrjiment 
issued  pursuant  thereto  and  secured 
thereby  to  accept  on  behalf  of  Small 
Business  Administration  or  its  Admin¬ 
istrator  beneficial  interests  in  real  or 
personal  property. 

18.  To  appoint,  consent  to  or  approve 
of  the  appointment  and  join  with  others 


In  the  appointment,  consent  or  approval 
of  appointment  of  substitute  and  succes¬ 
sor  trustee  or  trustees  under  any  declar¬ 
ations  of  trust,  trust  indentures,  deeds  of 
trust  and  other  trui^  instruments  and 
agreements  under  which  the  Small  Busi¬ 
ness  Administration  or  its  Administrator 
now  or  hereafter  is  a  beneficiary  and 
where  the  Small  Business  Administra¬ 
tion  or  its  Administrator  now  or  here¬ 
after  is  the  holder  of  any  note,  notes, 
bond,  bonds,  instrument  or  instruments 
issued  pursuant  thereto  and  secured 
thereby. 

19.  To  do  and  to  perform  all  and  every 
act  and  thing  requisite,  necessary  and 
proper  to  be  done  for  the  purpose  of  ef¬ 
fecting  the  granted  powers,  including, 
but  without  limiting  the  generality  of 
the  foregoing,  the  execution  and  delivery 
of  quit  claim,  bargain  and  sale  or  special 
warranty  deeds,  leases,  subleases,  assign¬ 
ments,  ‘  subordinations,  satisfaction 
pieces,  affidavits,  and  such  other  docu¬ 
ments  as  may  be  appropriate  or  neces¬ 
sary  to  effectuate  the  foregoing,  and 
ratifying  and  confirming  all  that  said 
Regional  Director  shall  lawfully  do  or 
cause  to  be  done  by  virtue  hereof. 

20.  To  take  peaceable  custody  of  col¬ 
lateral,  as  mortgagee  in  possesion  there¬ 
of  or  otherwise,  whenever  such  action 
becomes  necessary  to  protect  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  or  a  loan  made  by  SBA;  to  take 
all  steps  necessary  for  the  preservation 
and  protection  of  the  property,- pending 
foreclosure  of  the  lien  and  sale  of  the 
collateral;  and,  to  obligate  the  Admin¬ 
istration  in  an  amount  not  in  excess  of  a 
total  of  $1,000  for  any  one  loan,  for  those 
expenditures  as  may  be  required  to  ac¬ 
complish  these  purposes. 

21.  To  enter  into  written  arrange¬ 
ments  with  custodians  or  caretakers  of 
collateral  covering  their  services,  which 
shall  not  have  the  effect  of  making  such 
persons  employees  of  SBA  but  shall  be 
limited  to  their  temporary  services,  for 
the  specific  purpose  involved. 

22.  To  enter  into  written  arrange¬ 
ments  with  owners  of  premises,  when 
it  is  necessary  to  use  a  building  not  part 
of  the  loan  collateral  for  the  storage  of 
chattels  pending  foreclosure  and  sale,  for 
a  period  of  not  more  than  90  days,  in¬ 
cluding  a  period  of  10  days  after  the 
date  of  sale  of  the  collateral  to  permit 
orderly  removal  of  the  property  from  the 
premises. 

23.  To  post  indemnity  or  other  bonds 
in  proceedings  in  cases  where  such  un¬ 
dertakings  are  required  by  State  law. 

24.  To  foreclose,  by  summary  fore¬ 
closure  proceedings  where  State  law  per¬ 
mits  and  in  accordance  with  such  State 
laws,  in  whole  or  in  part,  any  chattel 
mortgage,  real  estate  mortgage,  deed  of 
trust,  security  deed  or  collateral  whatso¬ 
ever  kind  or  nature,  securing  any  note, 
bond  or  other  evidence  of  indebtedness 
now  held  or  hereafter  acquired  by  the 
Small  Business  Administration  or  its  Ad¬ 
ministrator  as  pledgee,  owner  or  other¬ 
wise,  and  to  exercise  any  right  or  au¬ 
thority  which  the  Small  Business  Ad¬ 
ministration  its  Administrator  has  or 
may  have  pursuant  to  the  terms  of  such 
security  instrument  or  evidence  of  in¬ 
debtedness,  and  to  assign  all  the  right, 
title  and  interest  of  the  Small  Business 
Administration  or  its  Administrator  in 
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and  to  any  terms  of  sale  or  bid  made  at 
any  such  foreclosure  sale. 

25.  To  approve  annual  and  sick  leave 
for  employees  under  his  supervision. 

C.  Correspondence.  To  sign  all  non¬ 
policy  making  correspondence,  except 
Congressional  correspondence,  relating 
to  the  financial  assistance  functions. 

n.  The  authority  delegated  herein 
may  not  be  redelegated. 

m.  All  authority  delegated  herein  may 
be  exercised  by  any  SBA  employee  desig¬ 
nated  as  Acting  Chief,  Financial  As¬ 
sistance  Division. 

IV.  All  previous  authority  delegated  by 
the  Regional  Director  to  the  Chief,  Fi¬ 
nancial  Assistance  Division  is  hereby 
rescinded  without  prejudice  to  actions 
taken  under  all  such  delegations  of  au¬ 
thority  prior  to  the  date  hereof. 

Effective  date:  August  19,  1957. 

F.  W.  Pritchard, 
Regional  Director, 
Detroit  Regional  Office  XV. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-7213;  Piled,  Sept.  3,  1957; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


[Delegation  of  Authority  30-Xni-51 

Branch  Manager,  Portland,  Oregon 

DELEGATION  OF  AUTHORITY  RELATING  TO 

FINANCIAL  ASSISTANCE,  PROCUREMENT 

AND  TECHNICAL  ASSISTANCE  AND  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATIVE  FUNCTIONS 

I.  Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  the  Regional  Director  by  Delegation 
No.  30  (Revision  4),  dated  July  1.  1957, 
there  is  hereby  delegated  to  the  Branch 
Manager,  Portland  Branch  Office,  Small 
Business  Administration,  the  authority: 

A.  General.  To  carry  out  all  func¬ 
tions  listed  for  Branch  Offices  in  Section 
202  of  SBA-100. 

B.  Specific. 

FINANCIAL  ASSISTANCE 

To  take  the  following  actions  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  limitations  of  such 
delegations  set  forth  in  SBA-500,  Finan¬ 
cial  Assistance  Manual: 

1.  To  approve  or  decline  Limited  Loan 
Participation  loans. 

2.  To  approve  or  decline  disaster  loans 
not  in  excess  of  $50,000. 

3.  Where  there  is  substantial  concur¬ 
rence  in  the  recommendation  of  the 
processing  Loan  Examiner  or  Financial 
Specialist  and  by  a  Financial  Specialist 
who  shall  have  reviewed  the  report  and 
indicated  his  comments  thereon: 

a.  To  approve  but  not  decline  direct 
business  loans  in  an  amount  not  exceed¬ 
ing  $20,000; 

b.  To  approve  but  not  decline  par¬ 
ticipation  loans  in  an  amount  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  $100,000. 

PROCUREMENT  AND  TECHNICAL  ASSISTANCE 

To  take  the  following  actions  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  limitations  of  such 
delegations  as  set  forth  in  SBA-400, 
Agency  Policy  Manual,  and  SBA-600, 
Procurement  and  Technical  Assistance 
Manual: 

4.  To  develop  with  Government  pro¬ 
curement  agencies  required  local  proce¬ 


dures  for  implementing  established 
inter-agency  policy  agreements,  includ¬ 
ing  but  not  limited  to  steps  such  as 
determining  joint  set-asides  and  repre¬ 
sentation  at  procurement  centers. 

ADMINISTRATIVE 

5.  To  administer  oaths  of  office. 

6.  To  approve  annual  and  sick  leave 
for  employees  under  his  supervision. 

C.  Correspondence.  To  sign  all  non¬ 
policy  making  correspondence,  including 
Congressional  correspondence,  relating 
to  the  fimctions  of  the  Branch  Office. 

n.  The  specific  authority  delegated  in 
I.  B.  and  C  may  not  be  redelegated. 

III.  All  authority  delegated  herein 
may  be  exercised  by  any  SBA  employee 
designated  as  Acting  Branch  Manager. 

rv.  All  previous  authority  delegated 
by  the  Regional  Director  to  the  Branch 
Manager,  Portland,  Oregon,  is  hereby 
rescinded  without  prejudice  to  actions 
taken  under  all  such  delegations  of  au¬ 
thority  prior  to  the  date  hereof. 

Effective  date:  August  15,  1957. 

Robert  F.  Buck, 
Regional  Director, 
Region  XIII. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-7214;  Piled,  Sept.  3.  1957; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


(S.  B.  A.  Pool  Request  No.  23] 

Withdrawal  From  Membership  in 

General  Tire  Production  Pool,  Inc. 

Pursuant  to  section  708  of  the  Defense 
Production  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  the 
name  of  the  following  companies,  which 
have  withdrawn  from  participation  in 
the  operations  of  General  Tire  Produc¬ 
tion  Pool,  Inc.,  of  Wabash,  Indiana,  are 
herewith  published: 

ECTRO,  Inc.  (now  Delaware  Industries, 
Inc.),  425  South  Sandusky  Street,  Delaware, 
Ohio. 

The  McCaskey  Register  Co.,  2435  South 
Union  Avenue,  Alliance,  Ohio. 

The  Sterling  Manufacturing  Co.,  7201 
Wentworth  Avenue,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

Bedford  Gear  A  Machine  Products,  Inc., 
Krick  Road,  Bedford,  Ohio. 

The  acceptance  of  the  first  three 
above-named  companies  appeared  in  17 
F.  R.  8112,  on  September  6,  1952,  and 
that  of  Bedford  Gear  &  Machine  Prod¬ 
ucts,  Inc.,  in  18  P.  R.  2423,  on  April  24, 
1953. 

(Sec.  708,  64  Stat.  818;  50  U.  S.  C.  App.  2158; 
E.  O.  10493,  18  P.  R.  6583,  Oct.  16,  1953) 

Dated :  August  26, 1957. 

Wendell  B.  Barnes, 
Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-7215;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1957; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

Fourth  Section  Applications  for  Relief 
August  29.  1957. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 


with  Rule  40  of  the  general  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  (49  (JFR  1.40)  and  filed  within  15 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

LONG-AND-SHORT  HAUL 

PSA  No.  34136:  Commodities  from,  to, 
and  between  points  in  Texas.  Filed  by 
Lee  Douglass,  Agent,  (No.  310),  for  in¬ 
terested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  cement 
or  concrete  mix,  carloads;  canned  or  pre¬ 
served  foods,  carloads;  and  sewer  pipe 
or  sewer  pipe  fittings,  carloads  from 
Dallas,  Texas,  to  points  in  Texas,  on 
cement  or  concrete  mix;  between  points 
in  Texas  on  canned  or  preserved  food¬ 
stuffs;  and  between  points  in  Texas  on 
sewer  pipe  or  sewer  pipe  fittings. 

Grounds  for  Telief:  Texas  intrastate 
competition. 

Tariff;  Supplement  44  to  Agent  J.  P. 
Brown’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  865. 

PSA  No.  34138:  Proportional  rates  on 
newsprint  paper  to  Texas.  Piled  by  P.  C. 
Kratzmeir,  Agent  (SWFB  No.  B-7103), 
for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on 
newsprint  paper,  carloads  from  upper 
Mississippi  River  crossings  on  traffic 
originating  in  eastern  Canada  to  speci¬ 
fied  destinations  in  New  Mexico  and 
Texas. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Equalization  of 
combination  rates  via  other  base  points. 

Tariffs:  Supplement  239  to  Agent 
Kratzmeir’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  4109  and  three 
other  tariffs. 

PSA  No.  34139:  Bags  and  bagging  ma^ 
terial  in  mixed  carloads  with  citrus  fruit 
from  Florida  points.  Filed  by  O.  W. 
South,  Jr.,  Agent  (SPA  No.  A3523),  for 
interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  bags 
and  bagging  material,  in  mixed  carloads 
with  citrus  fruit  from  Florida  points  to 
points  in  southern,  official  (including 
Illinois),  southwestern  and  western 
trunk  line  territories. 

Grounds  for  relief ;  Short-line  distance 
formulas,  and  grouping. 

Tariff;  Supplement  118  to  Agent  Span- 
inger’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  1211.  * 

aggregate-of-intermediates 

PSA  No.  34137:  Commodities — From, 
to,  and  between  points  in  Texas.  Filed 
by  Lee  Douglass,  Agent  (No.  309),  for 
interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  cement 
or  concrete  mix,  carloads;  canned  or 
preserved  foods,  carloads;  and  sewer 
pipe  or  sewer  pipe  fittings,  carloads,  from 
and  to,  and  between  points  in  Texas  over 
interstate  routes. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Maintenance  of 
rates  between  points  in  Texas  to  meet 
intrastate  competition  without  being  re¬ 
quired  to  observe  competitive  rates  as 
factors  in  constructing  combination 
rates  from  or  to  more  distant  points  out¬ 
side  Texas. 

Tariff:  Supplement  44  to  Agent  J.  F. 
Brown’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  865. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-7220;  FUed,  Sept.  3,  1957; 

8:49  a.  m.] 
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TITLE  2^THE  CONGRESS 

ACTS  APPROVED  BY  THE  PRESIDENT 

Editorial  Note:  After  the  adjourn¬ 
ment  of  the  Congress  sine  die,  and  until 
all  public  acts  have  received  final  Presi¬ 
dential  consideration,  a  listing  of  public 
laws  approved  by  the  President  subse¬ 
quent  to  adjournment  will  appear  in  the 
daily  Federal  Register  under  Title  2, 
The  Congress.  A  consolidated  listing  of 
the  new  acts  approved  by  the  President 
will  appear  in  the  Daily  Digest  in  the 
final  issue  of  the  Congressional  Record 
covering  the  85th  Congress,  First  Ses¬ 
sion. 

Acts  Approved  August  30, 1957 

S.  1574 _ - _ Public  Law  85-240. 

To  provide  for  the  disposal  of  certain 
Federal  property  in  the  Coulee  Dam  and 
Grand  Coulee  areas,  to  provide  assist¬ 
ance  in  the  establishment  of  a  munici¬ 
pality  incorporated  under  the  laws  of 
Washington,  and  for  other  purposes. 

S.  2431 _ Public  Law  85-222. 

Granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
Klamath  River  Basin  Compact  between 
the  States  of  California  and  Oregon,  and 
for  related  purposes. 

S.  2460 _ Public  Law  85-234. 

To  authorize  the  transfer  of  certain 

housing  projects  to  the  city  of  Decatur, 
Illinois,  or  to  the  Decatur  Housing  Au¬ 
thority. 

H.J.Res.  370 _ Public  Law  85-232. 

To  extend  the  time  limit  for  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Commerce  to  sell  certain  war- 
built  vessels  for  utilization  on  essential 
trade  routes  3  and  4. 

H.  J.  Res.  408___ . . Public  Law  85-228. 

Authorizing  the  President  to  invite  the 
States  of  the  Union  and  foreign  coun¬ 
tries  to  participate  in  the  Saint  Law¬ 
rence  Seaway  Celebration  to  be  held  in 
Chicago.  Illinois,  from  January  1,  1959, 
to  December  31, 1959. 

H.  R.  1944 . -Public  Law  85-238. 

To  amend  title  II  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  so  as  to  make  inapplicable,  in  the 
case  of  the  survivors  of  certain  members 
of  the  Armed  Forces,  the  provisions 
which  presently  prevent  the  payment  of 
benefits  to  aliens  who  are  outside  the 
United  States. 

H.  R.  2580 . Public  Law  85-230. 

To  increase  the  storage  capacity  of  the 
•Whitney  Dam  and  Reservoir  and  to  make 
available  fifty  thousand  acre-feet  of  wa¬ 
ter  from  the  reservoir  for  domestic  and 
industrial  \ise. 

H.  R.  2842 . Public  Law  85-235. 

To  amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  temporary  free  importation 
of  certain  tanning  extracts,  and  to  amend 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954 
to  suspend  temporarily  the  tax  on  the 
processing  of  coconut  oil. 

H.  R.  4098 . Public  Law  85-236. 

To  provide  for  the  conveyance  to  the 
State  of  California  a  portion  of  the  prop¬ 
erty  known  as  Veterans’  Administration 
Center  Reservation.  Los  Angeles,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  to  be  used  for  National  Guard 
purposes. 


H.  R.  5894 _ Public  Law  85-237. 

To  amend  the  laws  relating  to  the  en- 
dCHvement  of  masters  on  vessel  docu¬ 
ments  and  to  provide  certain  additional 
penalties  for  failvire  to  exhibit  vessel 
documents  or  other  papers  when  re- 
'  quired  by  enforcement  officers. 

H.R.  6363 _ : _ Public  Law  85-221. 

To  amend  the  Act  of  May  24,  1928,  pro¬ 
viding  for  a  bridge  across  Bear  Creek  at 
or  near  Lovel  Point,  Baltimore  County, 
Maryland,  to  provide  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  another  bridge,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

H.R.  6709 . . . Public  Law  85-223. 

To  implement  a  treaty  and  agreement 
with  the  Republic  of  Panama,  and  for 
other  pmposes. 

H.  R.  7458 . Public  Law  85-231. 

To  amend  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act 
of  1938,  as  amended,  to  restrict  its  ap¬ 
plication  in  certain  overseas  areas,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

H.  R.  7864 . -Public  Law  85-225. 

To  amend  the  Act  of  May  4,  1956  (70 
Stat.  130),  relating  to  the  establishment 
of  public  recreational  facilities  in 
Alaska. 

H.R.8126 . Public  Law  85-224. 

To  amend  section  16  (c)  of  the  Revised 
Organic  Act  of  the  Virgin  Islands. 

H.R.  8240 . Public  Law  85-241. 

To  authorize  certain  construction  at 
military  installations,  and  lor  other 
purposes. 

H.R. 8646 . Public  Law  85-233. 

To  amend  the  Alaska  Public  Works  Act 
(63  Stat.  627,  48  U.  S.  C.  486,  and  the 
following)  to  clarify  the  authority  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  convey  fed¬ 
erally  owned  land  utilized  in  the  fur¬ 
nishing  of  public  works. 

H.  R.  8753 . Public  Law  85-227. 

To  amend  title  II  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  to  include  California,  Connecticut. 
Minnesota,  and  Rhode  Island  among  the 
States  which  are  permitted  to  divide 
their  retirement  systems  into  two  parts 
so  as  to  obtain  social-security  coverage, 
under  State  agreement,  for  only  those 
State  and  local  employees  who  desire 
such  coverage. 

H.  R.  8755 _ Public  Law  85-226. 

To  amend  title  n  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  to  permit  any  instrumentality  of 
two  or  more  States  to  obtain  social-se¬ 
curity  coverage,  under  its  agreement, 
separately  for  those  of  its  employees 
who  are  covered  by  a  retirement  system 
and  who  desire  such  coverage,  to  Include 
Alabama,  Georgia,  New  York,  and  Ten¬ 
nessee  among  the  States  which  may  ob¬ 
tain  social-security  coverage  for  police¬ 
men  and  firemen  in  positions  covered 
by  a  retirement  system  on  the  same  basis 
as  other  State  and  local  employees,  and 
to  extend  the  p>eriod  during  which  State 
agreements  for  social -security  coverage 
of  State  and  local  employees  may  be 
made  retroactive. 

H.  R.  8821 _ Public  Law  85-229. 

To  amend  title  II  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  to  facilitate  the  provision  of  social- 
security  coverage  for  State  and  focal  em¬ 
ployees  under  certain  retirement  sys¬ 
tems. 


H.  R.  8892 _ Public  Law  85-239. 

To  amend  the  Internal  Revenue  Ck)de  of 
1954  to  extend  the  time  within  which  a 
^minister  may  elect  coverage  as  a  self¬ 
-employed  individual  for  social  security 
purposes  and  to  permit  such  a  minister 
to  include,  for  social  security  purposes, 
the  value  of  meals  and  lodging  fur¬ 
nished  him  for  the  convenience  q(t  his 
employer  and  the  rental  value  of  the 
parsonage  furnished  to  him,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Acts  Approved  August  31,  1957 

S.  268 . . Public  Law  85-245. 

To  provide  that  the  United  States  shall 

return  to  the  former  owners  certain 
mineral  interests  in  lands  acquired  for 
the  Arkabutla,  Sardis,  Enid,  and  Grenada 
Reservoirs,  Mississippi. 

S.  939 . Public  Law  85-246. 

To  amend  section  22  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  as  amended. 

S.  2603 . Public  Law  85-242. 

To  amend  the  Act  entitled  “An  Act  mak¬ 
ing  appropriations  for  the  construction, 
repair,  and  preservation  of  certain  pub¬ 
lic  works  on  rivers  and  harbors,  and  for 
other  purposes”,  approved  June  3,  1896. 

H.  J.  Res.  230.r _ Public  Law  85-252. 

To  suspend  the  application  of  certain 
Federal  laws  with  respect  to  personnel 
employed  by  the  House  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means  in  connection  with  the 
investigations  ordered  by  H.  Res.  104, 
Eighty-fifth  Congress. 

H.J.Res. 313 . Public  Law  85-243. 

Designating  the  week  of  November  22-28, 
1957,  as  National  Farm-City  Week. 

H.J.Res. 404 . Public  Law  85-247. 

Providing  for  the  recognition  and  en¬ 
dorsement  of  the  second  World  Metal¬ 
lurgical  Congress. 

H.  R.  1214 . Public  Law  85-251. 

To  authorize  the  President  to  award  the 
Medal  of  Honor  to  the  unknown  Ameri¬ 
can  who  lost  his  life  while  ^rving  over¬ 
seas  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  during  the  Korean  confiict. 

H.  R.  6456.._ . Public  Law  85-250. 

To  amend  section  304  (d)  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act,  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  disposition  of  certain  im¬ 
ported  articles  which  have  been  seized 
and  condemned. 

H.  R.  6508 . Public  Law  85-244. 

To  modify  the  Code  of  Law  for  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  to  provide  for  a  uni¬ 
form  succession  of  real  and  personal 
property  in  case  of  intestacy,  to  abolish 
dower  and  curtesy,  and  to  grant  unto  a 
surviving  spouse  a  statutory  share  in 
the  other’s  real  estate  owned  at  the  time 
of  death,  and  for  other  purposes. 

H.  R.  7384 _ Public  Law  85-248. 

For  the  relief  of  the  town  of  Medicine 
Lake.  Montana. 

H.R.  9023 _ Public  Law  85-249. 

To  amend  the  Act  of  October  31,  1949, 
to  extend  until  June  30,  1960,  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Surgeon  General  to  make 
certain  payments  to  Bernalillo  County, 
New  Mexico,  for  furnishing  hospital  care 
to  certain  Indians. 
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H.  R.  896 _ Public  Law  85-263.  H.  R.  5810. 

To  amend  title  10.  United  States  Code, 
to  authorize  the  Secretary,  of  the  Army 
to  furnish  heraldic  services. 

H.  R.  3028 _ Public  Law  85-272. 

To  provide  for  the  relief  of  certain 
female  members  of  the  Air  Force,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

H.  R.  3367 . -Public  Law  85-259. 

To  amend  section  1867  of  title  28  of  the 
United  States  Code  to  authorize  the  use 
of  certified  mail  in  summoning  Jurors. 

H.  R.  3377 _ Public  Law  85-253.  H.  R.  6258, 

To  promote  the  national  defense  by  au-  Tto  an 

thorizing  the  construction  of  aeronaut!-  provid 

cal  research  facilities  and  the  acquisition  trict  < 

of  land  by  the  National  Advisory  Com-  noses” 

mlttefe  for  Aeronautics  necessary  to  the  ^ 

effective  prosecution  of  aeronautical  amenc 

research.  „  „ 


Acts  Approved  September  7,  1957 

S.  1482 _ Public  Law  85-264. 

To  amend  certain  provisions  of  the 
Columbia  Basin  Project  Act,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

S.  2377 _ Public  Law  85-269. 

To  amend  chapter  223,  title  18,  United 
States  Code,  to  provide  for  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  statements  and  reports  of  wit¬ 
nesses. 

S.  2438 _ Public  Law  85-254. 

To  amend  the  District  of  Columbia 
Business  Corporation  Act. 

S.  2500 _ Public  Law  85-277. 

An  act  to  make  uniform  the  termination 
date  for  the  use  of  official  franks  by 
former  Members  of  Congress,  and  for 
other  pxirposes. 

H.  J.  Res.  351 _ ...Public  Law  85-262. 

To  establish  a  Lincoln  Sesquicentennial 
Commission. 

H.  R.  38 _ _ _ Public  Law  85-257. 

To  amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  temporary  free  importation 
of  casein. 

H.  R.  110 _ Public  Law  85-261. 

To  amend  section  372  of  title  28,  United 
States  Code. 


1.  5811 _ Public  Law  85-275. 

To  amend  subdivision  b  of  section  14— 
Discharges,  when  granted — of  the  Bank¬ 
ruptcy  Act,  as  amended,  and  subdivision 
b  of  section  58 — Notices — the  Bank¬ 
ruptcy  Act,  as  amended. 


Public  Law  85-271. 
Relating  to  the  north  half  of  section  33, 
township  28  south,  range  56  east.  Copper 
River  meridian,  Alaska. 


t.  3940...: . Public  Law  85-265, 

To  grant  certain  lands  to  the  Territory 
of  Alaska. 


t.  4144 . . Public  Law  85-270. 

To  provide  that  the  commanding  general 
of  the  militia  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
shall  hold  the  rank  of  brigadier  general 
or  major  general. 

1.  4191 . . Public  Law  85-276. 

To  amend  section  633  of  title  28,  United 
States  Code,  prescribing  fees  of  United 
States  commissioners. 


1.  7383 _ Public  Law  85-256. 

To  amend  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended,  and  for  other  pvuposes. 


1.  8030 . Public  Law  85-266. 

To  amend  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938  with  respect  to  acreage 
history. 


H.  R.  293 . ..Public  Law  85-255. 

To  authorize  settlement  for  certain  in¬ 
equitable  losses  in  pay  sustained  by  offi¬ 
cers  of  the  commissioned  services  under 
the  emergency  economy  legislation,  and 
for  other  pxirposes. 

H.  R.  499 . Public  Law  85-258. 

To  direct  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  or 
his  designee  to  convey  a  two  thousand 
four  hundred  seventy-seven  and  forty- 
three  one-hundredths  acre  tract  of  land, 
avigation,  and  sewer  easements  in  Tar¬ 
rant  and  Wise  Counties,  Texas,  situated 
about  twenty  miles  northwest  of  the 
city  of  Fort  Worth,  Texas,  to  the  State 
of  Texas. 


t.  4193 . . Public  Law  85-268. 

To  amend  section  1716  of  title  18,  United 
States  Code,  so  as  to  conform  to  the  Act 
of  July  14.  1956  (70  Stat.  538-540). 

t.  4609 _ PuWic  Law  85-260. 

To  further  amend  the  Act  entitled  “An 
Act  to  authorize  the  conveyance  of  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  United  States  military  reser¬ 
vation  at  Port  Schuyler,  New  York,  to  the 
State  of  New  York  for  xise  as  a  maritime 
school,  and  for  other  purposes”,  approved 
September  5,  1950,  as  amended. 


1.  8508 _ _ Public  Law  85-278. 

Tb  provide  that  there  shall  be  two  county 
committees  elected  under  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act 
for  certain  counties. 


H.  R.  8679 _ _ Public  Law  85-267. 

To  provide  a  one-year  extension  of  the 
programs  of  financial  assistance  in  the 
construction  of  schools  in  areas  affected 
by  Federal  activities  under  the  provisions 
of  Public  Law  815,  Eighty-first  Congress. 


